
OONGR"ESSIO .A.L ~ECffRD-SENATE. AUGUST l~~ 
:PETITIOX-S ·ETC i Ponrerene Shively ·Sterling CI'ownsend 

- ' • • 1 Ransdell Simmons Sutherland Vardaman 
Under clause 1 of Ru!e XXII, petitions and papers were laid , Robinson Smith, Ariz. Swanson Walsh 

Cl • d d . f . d f"ll . .Saulsbury Smith, Ga. Thomas Wedrn on the erk~ esl.: nn re erre as v ows · ·shafroth Smith Mich Thompson William 
.By ·filr. DAVIS of West Virginia: Petition of sund_ry. mem- Sheppard Smith; S:C. · Thornton 

bers ·Of Folla.n bee Lodge, 'No. 1, Amalgamated Assocm~1on. of Sherman Smoot Tillmnn I 
Iron, Steel, and Tin Workers, faToring the 'passage. of legislation Mr. J.AMES. l\Iy colleague [Mr. 1JBADI:£Y] is detained ·from 
to restore order and civic liberty in the town of Wmton, W. Va.; presence here by reason of illness. 1He is paired ·wHh the Rena4 

i:o the Committee on LaboT. tor from Indiana [Mr. KERN]. I-will allow this announcement 
By i\lr. GORDON: Petition of the council of the city of to stand for the day. 

Cleveland. Ohio, favoring Government ownership of the tele- Mr. GALLINGER. The junior Senator 'from Maine [Mr . 
. graph 11nd telephone; to the Committee ·On Interstate mid For- , ·BURLEIGH] is ·detained by illness, and probably will not 1•eturn 
eign Commerce. · during the present session. I regret to -say that he is unpaired. 

Al o, petition -of the council ·Of the -city of it'oungstown, State . ·Mr. 'LANE. I wish to announce that :fhe ~nior Senator from 
of Ohio, and the council of the city of -Schenectaa;v, of the i Oregon [~fr. CHAMBERLAIN] is unavoidably al>sent, filld that ne 
State of New York, favoring the ·national ownersmp of the ts·pairea with the Senator from 'Pennsylvania [1Ur. ·OLrvEB]. ; 
telegraph and telephone systems; to tlle Committee on Inter- Ur. GRONNA. 1\fy colleague [Mr. 1\lcOUMBER) is necessarily 
state -and Foreign Commerce. · absent, due io :illness fa his family. ·He ·is paired with the 1 

By Mr. GRlEST: Petition of Fulton Grange, No. 66, P.atr.ons -senior ·Senator from Nevada .[Mr. NE!WLANDS]. I 
6f Husbandry, protesting against the .repeal of the admini!;tra- Mr. SMOOT. T desire to -announce that the senior ~enator 
tion feature of the parcel-post law; .to .the Committee on the from Dela.ware ll\Ir. nu PONT-] and the ·junior Senator from Wis.

1
~ 

Post Office and ·Post Roaqs. cousin [Mr. STEPHENSON] are · de~ined from the Senate on ac4 

By Mr. HAMLIN: Papers to -accompany bill (H . . R. 7449) count -of sich."ness. I will allow this notice to stand for the day. 
for ·the relief of Harriett Randle; to the Committee on War The 'VICE PRESIDENT. Sixty-two Senators have ·answered· 
Claims. on the roll call. A quorum is ]JTesent. 

"By Mr. HAYES : Petition of the board of education of San . .MEMORIAL. 

Francisco, Cal., favoring -the J>assage of Senate joint resolution Mr. JONES. I present a .memorial adopted at a meeting otl 
o; to the ·committee on Education. the wholesale .commission mercllants and fruit dealers of 

.Also, petition of Charles T. Jacobs, of San Jose, Cal., favoring Seattle, Wash., remonstrating against ·an ·import duty on ba• 
the passage of the Page bill ; to t.Q.e Committee on Education. 1 th t th · 1 r th tabl 

By .,,. .. r. 'HOWELL: Petition of ·sundry citizens of Utah, .pro- nanas. move a e memoria ie on e e. j 
Jl.L The motion was agreed to. testing against mutual life insurance funds in the income-tax 

bill; to the Committee on Ways · and Means. 
.Also petitions of sundry life insurance companies of the 

United States, '!)rotesting against -mutual life insurance fundl:l '. 
in the income-tax bill; to the Committee on Wnys . and 1\1eans. 

Also, petition of the fruit dealers ·of ·Salt Lake City, Utah, 
protesting against the provisions of the ·ta:riff bill relating to 
bananas; to "the Committee on Ways and Means. 

.Also petition of D. O. ·watson, of Ogden, Utah, protesting 
against H. R. 4653, by Mr. =Sabath; ·to the Committee on Inter
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Miss Mathilde Do.renge, of the Salt Lake 
Oity :High School, of Utah, protesting against a duty on bo.oks 
in foreign languao-es; to the ·Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WALLIN : Papers to nc.company bill granting a pen
sion to Willinm .R. Hall; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By l\Ir. WILLIS: Petition of the Ohio Retail Jewelers' Asso
ciation favoring the pa sage of .H . . R. .2972, to regulate the sale 
of gold-filled watch cu.ses; to the Committee on ·Interstat-e and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By l\Ir. WILSON .of New York: Petition of · Capro~ ·Camp, 
No. 22, of the State of New York, favoring the efforts of ·the 
watchmen messengers, .and gatemen .at Ellis Island, ·Immi_gra
tlon Servi~e. to improve their condition re_garding compensation.; 
to the Committee on Ways and l\leans. 

Also, .petition of the A.}lied .Printing Trades Council · of -~ 
State of Ne'v York, protesting against the 1proposed reduction 
in tariff rates on printed matter; to the Committee. on Waya 
and Means. 

·By Mr. YOUNG of North Dakota: Petition of W . .A.. ·scott, 
Fargo, N. Duk., protesting against :exempting mutual ·life in
surance companies from the ·income-:tax bill; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

THE TARIFF--R.A W :WOOL. 

'.Mr. ·PITTMAN. Mr. President, ! ·desire to give notice that on 
next tl.'hursday, ·the 21st instant, a.t ·the close of the morning busi· r 

ness, 'I will address ·the Senate ·on :the pending ·tariff ·bm, par. ! 
:ticularly with Teference ·to raw -wool. 

.INTERNATIONAL STATISTICAL IN.STITUTE. 

Mr. O'GORM.A.N. .From the =Committee ·Dn Foreign Relations 
J N'.port back favorably with amendments Senate resolution 141, ) 
in reference to the invitation ·of the .A.usb..'ian Government to 
send· official delegates to the Fourteenth .International Statistical! 
Institute, to be held at Vienna S.eptember ·7 ·to l.3, 1913, and I 
submit a :report (No. 102) thereon. I ask unanimous con ent 
for its immediate consideration. It .provides that we shall ap. 1 

point, I think without ·expense, one or two repre entatives. 
The VIOE PRESIDENT. The Senator from New York -asks 

unanimous consent for the present consideration of the resolu
tion. lt will ·b.e read. 

The .Secretary read the resolution sabmitted. .by Mr. O'GoRlUN 
July ·24, 1913, as follows: 
Whereas the Government of Austria ·has invited the Government of the 

United States · to be represented by official delegates at the fourteenth I 
se-ssion of · the International Statistieal Institute to be held at Vienna 1 
-September 7 to 13, 19.13: Ther~ore be it · 
Resolved, That the Depa:rtment of ·State is -authorized to accept this 

invitation and appoint one or more official delegates to 1represent ·th~ ~ 
United States ·at this session of the ·1ntern.atio11al Sta.tir,ltlca Institute: l 
Provided, ·such artangement ·can 'be Lnade without requiring any speclat 
qpprop1"iation for the purpose. 

Mr. O'GOR-i.\.IAN. 1 may state that ·the ·committee·reports mi 
amendment authorizing the President of the :United States to , 
accept the invitation instead of ·the Department of State. The 
Secretary perhaps had better Tead 1the .:report. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I ·hope the Senator ·will not require the re
port to b.e read, but let it be printed. I ·suggest to the Senator, 
if it leads to debate-- · I 

~ Mr. O'GORMAN. It will not. I am :not anticipating one • 
_minute of discussion on it \ 

SENATE. 
-SA-TUJIDAY, August 16, 1919. I Mr. Sil.IlIONS. 'If there is any debate, I hope the .Senator j 

, ! will withdraw it. / 
"The Senate met at 11.o clock a. m. ~ Mr. 0'.GORM.Al~. There .will be no debate. The convention, 
Prayer by the Chaplum, Rev. Forr~st..J. _Prettyman! D . • n. is to take place in about three weeks, .and it is necessary, if the 
'l'he Journal df yesterday's proc.ee.dmgs was i·ead and.approved. President .be authorized to accept the in'\Citation, that he receive 

CALLING OF THE ROLL. the authorization .at once. The report .is ·not .long; it is very; . 
Mr. S:U00T. l\Ir. ·President, ·1 suggest the absence of a short. ~ 

quorum. There are very few ·senators here. Mr. GALLINGER. I will simply .inquire of the Senator pre~ 
'The V'IOE ·PRESIDE>NT. The Secretary will call the roll. cisely what ·suojects are to be ta.ken up at this session of the 
The ·Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators. International Statistical Institute. 

answered to tlleir nnmes: l\fr. O'GORl\f.AN. I will SE)3 that I know no more about it . 
. Ashurst -Catron James ·Mnrtin;·Va. than the report itself indicates. 
Bacon Chnke, Ark. Johnson Martine,.N . .J. l\fr. ·GALLTNGER. Of course, .there can be no objection to it. 
Ng~~:caa . g~~w~~~~ fr.0~%n ·S~6~0r1:nan ·Mr. O'GORM:A.N. It ·is a matter -of .courtesy. 
Brady Dllllngham :Kern Overman Mr. SMOOT. 'l 'wi.sh to a-sk •the "Senator :from New .. York one • 
. nmnd~ce Fall La Follette .Owen question. ·The ·wording of the •resolution evidently carries the 
Bristow Gallinger· .. tnno ~:;:ins lidea that there -shall be •no -expense ·to ·the Governnrent, and ·r 
~~{.rgu g~~n~a M~~an Pittman understood the Senator to say that that is his understanding. 
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l\Ir. O'GORMAN. That is my understanding. 
l\Ir. SMOOT. Although I think the wording is that there shall 

be no expense provided for by a special appropriation. Let the 
Secretary report the amendments. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amenclments will be stated. 
The SECRET.A.RY. The committee recommend that the resolu

tion be agreed to with the following amendments: 
In line 1 strike out the words "Department of State" and 

insert in lieu thereof the words "President of the United States," 
and in line 5 strike out tile word " special,'' so that the reso
lution w111 read : 
Whereas the Government of Allstria has invited the Government of the 
· United States to be represented by official delegates at the fourteenth 

session of the International Statistical Institute to be held in Vienna 
September 7 to 13, 1913 : Therefore be it · 
Resolved Tbat the President of the United States is authorized to 

accept this' invita1ion and appoint one or more official delegates to rep
resent the United States at this session of the International Statistical 
Institute: Prov ided, Such arrangement can be made without requiring 
any appropriation for the purpose. 

Mr. SMOOT. Of course, the amendment reported by the com
mittee strikes out the word " special." That is what I was 
going to speak of, and ask the Senator to accept that amend- · 
ment. Of course, if there is a request for an appropriation here
after the Senator will see to it that such a request is not to be 
entertained. 

The VICE PRESIDEXT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. J01\TES. I ask the Senator from New York if · the idea 
is that the President shall inquire around and see if he can find 
some private inclindual willing to spend his money to serve on 
this commission? 

Mr. O'GORMAN. I assume that there are citizens of this 
country who are particularly interested in this work who will 
be very glad to receive a d.esignation from the President to at
tend the conference; of course, at their own expense or that of 
the institute. 

Mr. JONES. Do the delegates from the other countries have 
their expenses paid by their Governments or are they selected 
in the same way? · 

1\Ir. O'GORl\IAN. I do not know, but I may say to the Sena
tor from Washington what is well known generally in this 
Chamber, that it frequently happens in accepting invitations 
of this character the resolutions provide that the President may 
send commissioners or representatives without expense to th~ 
Government. 

1\Ir. JONES. Does the Senator think that is a good custom? 
1\Ir. O'GORMAN. I think so. For instance, there may be an 

international architectural conference, and at such a conference 
the architectural societies of the coyntry would indicate one or 
two of their members, and the suggestion would be made that 

. they be designated, and they would go at their own expense or 
at the expense of their society. Such resolutions come in very 
often. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? The Chair hears none. The 
question is on agreeing to the amendments proposed by the com
mittee. 

The amendments were agreed to. 
The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous 

consent, the second time, and referred as follows: 
By Mr. THOMPSON : 
A bill (S. 2098) granting an increase of pension to Sarah A. 

Burch (with accompanyingp::iper); to the Committee on Pensions. 
By :h:Ir. RANSDELL : 
A bill (S. 2099) to foster commerce between the United States 

and foreign countries by facilitating the reexportation in bond 
from ports of the United States of goods imported into the 
United States, duly entered for warehousing, and stored in 
bonded warehouses; to the Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. GALLINGER: 
A bill (S. 3000) for the relief of Ten Eyck De Witt Veeder, 

commodore on the retired list of the United States Nayy; to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

CONDITIONS IN MEXICO. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
a resolution coming oyer from yesterda;y_. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will inquire if that is the resolution 
introduced by the Senator from Pennsylnrnia [Mr. PENROSE]? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is. 
1\Ir. GALLINGER. The Senator from Pennsylvania is not to 

be present to-day, and I .ask .unanimous consent that it be passed 
over without prejudice. 1 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Both resolutions? There are two 
of them. 

Mr. GALLINGER. By the Senator from Pennsylvania? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Yes. 
1\Ir. GALLINGER. Yes; whatever resolutions were offered by 

the Senator from Pennsylvania. I know nothing about others. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Tbe resolutions will be passed oyer, 

then. 
PROTECTION OF AMERICAN CITIZENS IN MEXICO. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the following resolution coming over from a previous day. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Is that the resolution offered by the Senator 
from Washington [Mr. POINDEXTER]? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is. 
1\Ir. SIMMONS. I see that that Senator is not in his seat, 

and--
1\Ir. GRONNA. The Senator from Washington is not iu his 

seat just now. I ask unanimous consent that the resolution be 
passed over without prejudice. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will go over witllout 
prejudice. The morning business is closed. 

Mr. BACON. What became of the last resolution? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. It went over. 

THE TARIFF. 

l\Ir. Sil\llIONS. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of House bill 3321. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 3321) to 
reduce tariff duties and to provide revenue for the Government, 
and for other purposes. 

l\lr. 1\IcLEAN. Mr. President, for the peace of mind of the 
Senators who for exterior reasons may be compelled to remain 
on the inside of this Chamber during my remarks I will say 
that I intend to occupy less time than my notes indicate. 

I desire to call the attention of tbe Senate to a few items in 
t.he history of the plurn8.ge trade, and to that particular phase 
of the plumage trade which is involved in the pending tariff 
bill. I do this because I assume that it is a subject with 
which but few Senators are familiar and because I am en
couraged to believe that every Member of this body is in sym
pathy witb the general purposes of the amendment which I hale 
offered. 

As far back as 1876, Prof. Newton, of the Royal Society for 
the Protection of Birds and author of the British sea-birds pres
ervation act of 1868, wrote to the London Times as follows: 

Like others of my brother naturalists, I have been long aware by 
report of tbe enormous sales of birds' feathers which are being con
stantly held in London, but the pnrticulus of them do not, except by 
accident, come before us. Chance bas thrown in my way a catalogue. 
or portion of a catalogue, of one of these auctions. and Its contents are 
such as to horrify me, for I bad no conception of the amount of destruc
tion to wbicb exotic birds are condemned by fashion-an amount wbich 
can not fail speedily to extirpate some of the fairest members of crea
tion, for I must premise.,. for tbe benefit of your nonornithological read
ers, that it is chiefly, if ·1ot solely, at tbe bt·eeding season tllat tbe most 
beautiful, and tbeL·efore the most valuable, fea tbers are developed in 
birds. 

The trade to which this statement refers was sustaiued by the 
wholesale destruction of the rarest and most beautiful birds 
in the world, wherever they might be found, aiid since that 
time the plumage trade has increased in its activity as the birds 
have decreased in numbers, until to-day it extends into -every 
nook and corner of the earth where a bird of bright plumage 
may be found. 

In 1886 the first Audubon society in this country was formed 
in Massachusetts, and the purpose of this society, together with 
that of the ornithologists' union, formed that same year, was
to discourage buying and wearing for ornamental purposes the feathers 
of any wild bird and to further otherwise the protection of our .native 
birds We would awaken tbe community to the fact that this fashiou 
of wearing feathers means the cruel slaughter of myriads of birds, and 
that some of our finest birds are already decimated. 

· In 1887 Mr. W. E. D. Scott, the naturalist, called the atten
tion of the people of this country to the wholesale slaughter of 
the American plumage birds, this list including such birds as 
the plover, terns, sandpipers, and other varieties of the smaller 
game and insectivorous birds. Later I shall refer t_o some of 
the articles published by Mr. Scott. 

In 1893 Mr. W. H. Hudson, the author of "The Naturalist in 
La Plata," said: 

How long will women tolerate a fas~on· which involves such whol~
sale wanton, and hideous cruelty as this? * "' • If in every pulpit 
in the land tbis shocking story of tbe egrets were told, surely for. once 
humanity would prove stronger than fashion. * * • ~et 1t IJe 
clearly understood, once for all. tha~ tbe fe°'thered _woman is a crnel 
"omen ; that for the sake of a passmg fash10~. which pleases no r3;
tiona l being and should disgust all who can thmk and feel a_nd under
stand she brings dishonor upon ber sex and robs nature of its beauty 
without adding to her own. 
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Lord Lilford, president of the British Ornithologists' Union 
from 1867 to 1896, in his book, " Birds of the British Islands," 
said: 

Here it would seem appropriate to notice the wanton destruction of 
this and many kindred species that bas been carried on all the world 
over for many years past for no other purpose than the supply of the 
dorsal pluIDes for the supposed ornamentation of feminine and milltn.ry 
headgear In "the trade" these feathers arc known as osprey, and 
the thoughtless fashion for them bas caused the almost entire extinction 
of more than one species. I am delighted to believe that in this country, 
at least. a very considerable check has been put upon this atrocious 
business by the action of the Ladies' Society for the Protection of 
Birds, an association that can not be too widely made known or too 
higbly commended. I would strongly urge all ladies who may honor 
me by reading these notes, to enroll themselves as members of this really 
beueficent society, whose only object is the preservation from wanton 
destruction of some of the most interesting and beautiful of organized 
creatures. · 

In 1899 Prof. Newton, in the Public Ledger, again tried to 
impress upon the British public the need' of bird protection, and 
in speaking of the egret he said : 

It is a fact .known to everyone who will take the trouble to inquire 
that all these egrets are shot down at their breeding places while they 
are building thelr nests or rearing their young, and that if so be 
that the latter are batched, they die of hunger on their parents' death, 
the breeding places being u.bsolutely devastated by the plume hunters. 
The personal experience on this point of Mr. W. EJ. D. Scott, a compe
tent and unimpassioned- witness, bas never been and can not be refuted 
as regards the Atlantic and Gulf coasts of North America, where these 
settlements of the birds are all but extinguished; but the same thing 
goes on all over the world wherever egrets are found in numbers 
sufficient to make their d~struction a profitable enterprise .. 

In 1898 Lord Wolseley, commander in chief of the British 
army, forbade the wearing of osprey plumes by the army 
officers, giving it as his reason that the plumes were taken from 
the birds in the nesting season. 

In Hl02 the Government of India issued an ordinance pro
hibiting the exportat~n from British India of skins and feathers 
of all birds except the feathers of ostriches, and skins and 
feathers "exported bona fide as specimens of natural history." 

If India 11 years ago could take this step, it seems to me the 
United States should be willing to prohibit their importation 
to-day. 

A strong attempt was ma.de by the feather trade to secure a 
modification of this ordinance; but as it was based upon a most 
thorough investigation the request of the feather trade was 
denied. 

In 1906 Queen Alexandra of England took the matter up 
publicly and stated that she never wore egret plumes herself, 
and would certainly do all in her power to discourage the 
cruelty pructiced on the beautiful birds. 

. In 1908 Lord A vebnry introduced into the House of Lords a 
bill to prohibit the importation of plumage. It passed the 
House of Lords July 21, 1908, and was introduced into the 
House of Commons July 22. but did not reach its second read
ing before the close of the session. Similar bills have been 
introduced into the House of Commons since that time, but have 
failed to come to a vote. 

The foregoing facts and quotations I have taken from a pub
lication issued by the Roynl Society for the Protection of Birds. 
published in London in 19:1.1, entitled " Feathers and Facts." 

The efforts of the feather traders to deceive the public and 
block legislative interference in England should throw consid
erable light on the present situation in this country. I quote 
again from the authority to which I have just referred: 

The trade have been slow in taking serious steps to defend themselves, 
and the history of the defense is somewhat curious. Feathers having 
been proclaimed tbe fashion, lt is evident that the feather importera 
relied on the belie! that · the voice of fashion was stronger than the 
voice of either science or humanity. Some little time, however, after the 
formation of the Society for the Protection of Birds and of the Sbel
borne Society, wben women all over tbe country were being made 
acquainted with the facts concerning the "osprey., or egret plume, the 
remarkable uaud of the " artificial osprey " came into existence. The 
egret feather was no longer to be Labeled " real." Milliners' and drapers' 
as istants were instructed to a sure lady customers that these delicate 
sprays were manufactured by the million out of quills and other mate
rial by an army Jf factory workers, who earned their living by this 
pleasant and artistlc work. That the lie was detected and proclrumed 
by every naturalist wbo took one of the so-called artificial plume3 
in bls hand made no difference whatever to the persistence and assur· 
ance with which It was affirmed and repeated. 

The fraud flourished untJI the ttme of the Honse of Lords com~lttee 
ln 1908, when lt became evident that the force of mere assertion and 
repetition, whlch bad provrd so successful with the uncritical public, 
would not stand tnvestlgntlon before a serious tribunal. The Invention 
of " artltlcial osP.reys " was suddenly discarded for that of " moulted 
fea thers." The 'artificial" osprey was admitted to be real but it was 
no longer cruel to wear real plumes-they bad been simply •1 picked up." 
That ls, they had simply been picked out of the nests after the birds 
bad rrused their young and left them. 

FICTION VEBSUS FACT. 

The possibi1ity of an imitation osprey was never denied by the society; 
that such a thing might be made by ingenious manufacturers was pretty 
certain, though it could never stand the simple tests whlch at once 
reveal the true feather. 

The aim of the Royal Society for the Protection of Birds has been 
from th~ first to seek oat facts. It investigated the facts concerning 
th.e ostrich fea~he.r and came to the conclusion that, although cruelty 
might be practiced, it was not necessarily involved in the procuring of 
the plumes ai;id that the business sta.nds on a wholly dift'erent plane 
from that w~;ch !s ~ependent ,t;Pon the killing of countless wild birds. 

When the artificial osprey was heralded in the papers and in the 
mllline.rs'. shops the society asked again and agnin to be furnished with 
an artificial plume and to be directed to the factory where such things 
were made As neither request was ever complied with, and as it was 
proved ~at ~he feathers of t~e heron and egret were being widely sold 
as artificial, it was only poss1ble to form one concfosion. 

When, ~hortl~, after the ~ouse of Lords committee made its report. 
a letter signed Leon Lagla1ze" was being circulated the society took 
the same course. The letter did not commend itself to serious atten
tion, since. it was issued without the n-ame of recipient or publisher 
and contamed a statement with regard to herons' nests which was 
obviously un~rue. Nevertheless the society wrote to the British r'ep· 
resentatives in the country concerned and published their replies In 
full. Tbe proceeding of the trade in quoting a short extract from this 
evidence and suppressing the rest needs no comment. 

VENEZUELA.. 

yr. Downham, representing the plumage trade in 1908, says: 
The Royal Society for tbe Protection of Birds has published, with 

one exception, nothing more than empty contradictions from people who 
have no experience or knowledge of the particular country or the con
diti<?ns under which the feathers are. collected. • • • The one ex:
cept10n, confirming the evidence obtamed by the trade is conmined in 
a letter from His Brita_nnic Majesty's minister in Venezuela, under date 
of January 14, 190!>, directed to the ~oyal Society for the Protection or 
Birds, and although it does not fully agree with all that has been pub· 
lished ,bY the trade on the subject, it is undoubtedly a report hich bas 
been issued only after >ery careful investigations." (The Feather 
Trade, p. 30.) 

ms BRIT.L"\'!'UC MA.JESTY'S MINISTER'S STATEl\IEYT. 

One portion of this report which "does not fully agree with all that 
has been p~blished by the trade." ls His Majesty's minister's verdict 
up~n the evidence furnished to hun and by him to the society : 

Froll? t_?e evidence before me I have no manner of doubt that the 
v::st maJonty of the egret plumes exported to Europe are obtained by 
the slaughter of the birds during or about the breeding season and that 
no effective regulations exist or, indeed, owing to local conditions can 
exist for the control of tbis slaughter, and that the letter of Mr 'Leon 
Laglaize. o.f July 29, 1908, gives a completely erroneous impression ot 
the conditions under which the industry of collecting the plumes is con

·ducted in Venezuela." 
ALL THE Bl.RDS OF BRIGHT PLUMAGE ARE IN DANGER. 

The plumes of the egrets a nd herons form but a fraction though a 
significant fraction, of the whole trade. With re~ard to the' thousands 
of birds whose skins and wings are brought into tne mart no alle"'n.tion 
of ·• artificial '.' or " moulted feathers" ca'.l be maintained; no person 
has dared to mvent such a fable. 

Efforts, too, may be made to prevent the detail of sales from being 
made public. It may be argued that birds are catalogued for which 
there is known to be no market ; that the names by which they are 
catalogued are not the correct names; that certain birds can not be 
nearing extermination because there are still reces es of forest and 
swamp which the hunters have not yet penetrated. But unanswerable 
tacts remain • 

RARE SPECIES. 

The arguments advanced by the trade amount to this: If a very small 
number of a given "Species are offered for sale, they come "accidentally." 
"If," ays Mr. Downham. 

If rare birds come to the saJesrooms from time to time it is be
cause those who killed them, and who would have killed them in any 
case for sport or food, have sent the skins on the off-chance of their 
purchase by collectors. 

Readers of The Feather Trade may picture the native of New 
Guinea, or the traveler in Mexico, cooking his blue bird of paradi e 
or his quetzal, and carefully saving the skin to forward to Boundsditch 
in the hopes of a bid from the Natural History Museum. But Hounds
ditch, it would seem, does not know them when they come. Mr. 
Bucklb.nd cites an instance of 12 of the rare blue, or Prince Rudolph 
bird of r'?aradise, being found by h1m amongst the skins ln Cutler 
Street; ' 10 birds of paradise, blue, dull," being the catalogue de
scription afforded of female and unfledged male birds. (Journal of 
the Royal Society of Arts, December, 1909.) 

These a.re the birds, presumably, that come by units. Should they 
be represented by, say, a couple of hundred in a year of such a rare 
species as the lyre bird, we are asked to . believe that so small a 
number proves-not that the bird is being extirpated and larger num
bers can not be obtained-but that as the trade has secured so few it 
can not be the plume hunters who are endangering the species. 

THE "WASTE MATERIAL" THEORY. 

Should, however, some species be represented by thousands or tens
of thousands, suggesting to sc:lentlfie men the shooting out ot wholo 
colonies, the upholders of the feather trade argue, with equal facility, 
that if so many birds are to be had there must be plenty left behind. 
If it is proved that birds nre being recklessly killed in one district. 
it is beld to be a satisfactory answer that there a.re unexplored wilds 
where the bunter bns not pc.netrutcd yet. When Amerlcan bll'd lo>ero 
passionately denounce the traders who have filched from them their 
herons and ibises and spoonbllls, Mr. Downham, of The Feather 'l'ra.de-f. 
seeks to soothe them with the nssurance that he hnd r""ead 1n a rccenv 
book of the existence of herons nnd spoonbills in Spain. Accorcling 
to this ingenious spokesman of the trade, lt Is never, under any cir· 
cumstances, the trade that ls at fault, never the trade which klllR. 
At most it is merely the dog whlcb trots behind and picks up tho 
birds, getting the feathers by way of reward. When man opens up ~ 
new land, we are assured, be naturally shoots " nil that runs or files, ~ 
and the plume hunter follows 1n his wake in order to uthlze " waste 
material " 1.n making ornaments "which some women 1ns1st upon 
wearing." In the forest and the swamp, and on the remote 1slanc1. 
where there ls no one to see and to note, In Guiana nnd Papua nn(l i 
Brazil and the Congo, and the islands of the Pacific, the plu.me-hunter'I • 
ravages aI"e but an economic salvage of waste material. I 

Could the veriest child credit such absurdities 'l This, we are to suP
pose, ls why the plume hunter ls heiq at bay· by force of arms and bJ'. · 

• 
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stringent laws in civilized lauds : tbis is why such reports as the fol
lowing constantly come from conntries where naturalists write of the 
facts \\ithin their own experience. 

E\IDE~CE lJ'IlOM SALE ROO~I A 'D CATALOGUE. 

Shol.'tly after the importation of plumage prohibition bill bnd passed 
thro!:Igh the House of Lords in 1908 tile trade stopped detailed ad
vertisements of 1 heir sales and ceased to publish any reports on them 
In the Public Ledgee. They now contend tbat figures from catalogues 
are misleading. as the same consignment of bit'ds may be offered many 
times. Humming birds. which continue to appear m cratefllls, have 
been unsalable, according to l\Ir. Downham, for 20 years ; vet at t11e 

ale oil l'ebrtWrJ/ 1, 11)11, one ffrm catalogued no fewer than 20,820 of 
these birds. Jn 1905 a different firm put up 12,500. If this is the sup
ply in the market of birds which are not wanted and not used, and 
have not been wanted for 20 years, it is djfficult to imagine the reckless 
slaughter which must be pet·petrated and the numbers that must be 
killed of bii·us which are in active demand. 

NOT WANTED. 

The fact that a particular bil"d is not wanted for the time being is 
no prnof of its safety. As in tbe case of the grebe, it may suddenly 
be again decl::n-ed "fashionable." It is stated also by Mr. Downham 
that some bird are brought into the market merely as :rn expet·iment. 
'Ibey are killed. not because there is a demand for them, but on tbe 
chance that the demand may be ct·cated. This again shows the danger 
in which every species of finely plumaged birds stands until legislation 
interferes. 

Visitors (there are very few. and they are not welcomed) to the 
Cutler Street waL·ehouse can see for themselves the piles of briUl.ant 
bodies of trogons from Guatemala, cocks of the rock from Guiana, 
toucans, with their wonderful beaks sliced through to form a "handle" 
for the adjacent breast plumes; orioles, bright-hued finches, tanagei·s, 
crowned pigeons from New Guinea. emu skins. wings of sea swallows, 
hundreds and thousands of quills. :rnd tumbled in amonF: the,. " vat·lous 
bird skins" which have no names will be found little flycntchers and 
cuckoos and sobeL·-plumaged bodies that seem to offer no special ta1·get 
for the bunter. Yery possibly in this mixed bag many a stran~e and 
rare species is "knocked down" without recognition, for plume dealers 
are not ornithologists. (Feathers and Facts, pp. 16-~;:;. 27.) 

GAME BIRDS A.ND POULTRY. 

The trade dwells a good deal on the use made of game birds and of 
poultry. This suggests the need of pre::autlon in any legislation. The 
Goura pigeon, of a single land, the Impcya11 phca.rnnt of the Himalayas, 
the .Arqrrs pllf:asnnt, the Ohinese pheasant an'l included in the millfae1Js 
idea of "game!' In 1899 the Society for the Protection of Bir<ls in 
China (Sha11gllai) memorialized the Bl"itish Government on the subject 
of " the great mul rapidly increasing clestruction at present oi;ertaldng 
the vheasaiit in Ohina." 

The trade to which we refer Is that which, originating in the exi
gencies of fashion, calls fo1· the export of the entire skin of the 
pheasant, and lts ravages. even at its present initial rate, are sufficient 
to threaten the species with extinction. The necessitie1' of such a trade 
recognize no "clo e season." Featb~rs and skins taken in brcedin"" 
time are well suited to the requirements of the market. (Celestial 
Empire (Shanghai), Sept. 11, 18VO.) 

SHORE nmns. 
There are included in the Lirnicolre several specie that are game 

birds in name only, their bodies being so small that they possess no 
\alne whatever for food purposes. Thousands and thousands of these 
beautiful and grnceful creatures have been slaughtered solely fo1· their 
plumage, their diminutive bodies not being considered of enough value 
to send to the market. (Report of National Audubon Association, 
1006.) 

TIIIil WILLOW GROUSE. 

In " A. nussi:ln Province of the North," by Alexander Platonovich 
Eng-c:lbardt, ~overnor of the Prnvince of Archangel, translated by H. 

·cookc-, His Majesty's consul at Archangel, the author writes of willow 
grouse (" Koropatki ") : "'Ve brought back on the Nordens1'iola a. 
cargo of 600 poodR. or neai·ly 10 tons, of these wings. 'They are ex
ported from Archangel to serve as trimmings for ladies' hats. The 
white plumai:e bas this special advantage, among others-that it can be 
dyed any color, and in this way be converted into tbe feathers of par
rots or any other bit"d, for selling pU1·poses." ~· Tbe glossy skins of 
black-throated dive1·s' .iecks a.re. also, to my knowledge." says Mr. 
Harvie-Brown, tlJe well-known ornithologist, "sold in vast quantities at 
Archnngcl for h"immings. Is it not shameful that such birds, even if still 
abundant as ' Koropatld,' should be killed simply for their plumage? " · 

All these bil'ds were killed in the nesting season for their 
plamage. 

Twenty-two thousand pounds of grouse wings means at least 
200,000 game birds killed for their feathers and the bodies 
thrown a way. - · 

Before I come to some items relating more particularly to the 
destruction of birds in America, I want to call the attention of 
the Senate to the claim made by the trade in London that the 
protection of the plumage birds will tbl'OW many people out of 
erup1oyment : 

TIIE PLUMAGE hIPORTATIO~ BILL. 

A.-THE LABOR QUESTIO:N. 

It was the farnrite contention of the trade that-
the bill, if passed-the bill pending in the House of Lords-would 
thr.:>w out of employment thousands of British workpeople-

'lilat was in the hearing before the committee of the House 
of Lords-

' without protecting the life of a single bird."' (The Feather Trarle. p. 
119.) 

To which statement Mr. Downham adds: 
"We have thousands of workmen and workwomen to consider." 

BRITISH LABOR. 

The question of tbe thousands of workpeople may b'e cons!clered first. 
Fashion bas never st.own the slightest inclination to consider the cas& 

of workpeople injured in a change of 'materials or of trimmin~. It 
has not even considered the case of tbe manufacturers. The· fancy 
feather trade is, however, happily one in which tbe industrial question 
Is very little involved, as the material giYes less labor to the WOL"king 
class than probably any other kind or trimming that could be, and 
would be, employed In its place. The profit does not go to pay the 
wages of a large number of haQdS; it goes to the few firms who con
duct tbe business. This was brought out ve1·y clearly in the e:rnmina
tlon of trade witnesses beforP. the House of Lords committee. It was 
tben showu that of the imported feathe1·s 80 per cent go out of Eng
land to be made up in foreign factories; with 80 per cent of the goocfs 
English labor has, therefore, nothing to do. The remaining 20 per cent 
give employment, during a portion of tbe year only, to young womc!n 
wbo an~ engaged at other times in manipulating ostrich feathers and 
making artificial Oowers. One trnde witness said : 

"The trade does not go on always; it is mostly in the fall of the year 
when these birds are employed. In the summer season our firm makes 
artificial tlowe1·s, and otbe1· people employ themselves with ostrich 
fen tbers.'' 

Should the plumage of wild hirds be no longer obtainable, ostrich 
featbers and poultry feathers will remain ; and there can be no doubt 
that tbe use of artifklal fiuwers and berries, and of ribbons and fancy 
ornaments would Increase and would give more employment in tbe labor 
market than Is now given ll.Y tbe importation of wild-bird plumage. Said 
Lord Avebary, in questioning .Messn;. Sciamu's representative at the 
committee: 

"Q. 270. You say that the bill would diminish the demand for labor 
in this country, bat as it would repli:ce n certain quantity of feathers 
which are grown abroad by a certain quantity of articles whicb arc 
made in t!:Jis country. clearly it must tend to increase the demand fo1.· 
labor in tbis country r' • 

What cad !\fr. Dowhnm to su~· about bis tilo'.lsands of workmen and 
workwomen? He said: 

·•Ou the question of labor, tbere may not be so mucb difference one 
wny 01· the othei-, but I can not ad::nit that it would increase under the 
bill." 

OSPREY AXD UORSEIIAIR. 
To make up tbe tale of workpeople, tbe trade now propose to include 

In the list of those whose employment will be gone the men who handle 
the goods in the docks and the assistants ln the feather depa1·tmrnts of 
drapers' shops. Perhaps there should also be included the purveyors of 
the horsehair that comes over as top dressing for smuggled bird skins. 
(8ee p. 63.) On the other hand might be urged the increased work 
afforded, not only to tbe young ladies in tbe artificial-flower side of retail 
busine.sses but the trorkers in all those factories (!n the air) which the 
trade not long ago swore were engaged In the manufacture of artificial 
ospreys. If, as n witness for the trade stated to the committee on Jury 
8, 190 , " ospreys " can i>e made so perfectly from horsehair that no one 
but an expert can tell the difference, by all means let cases of borsebnir 
be imported, without destroying the underlying strata of bird skins and 
egret plumes.-(Featbers and Facts, pp. 30, 31, and 32.) 

Let us now take a look at the plumage trade and the opposi
tion it has aroused in other countries. Australia, after u long 
struggle. against the bird killers, now prohibits the export::ition 
of plumage birds under heavy penalties. 

In No1ernber, 1910, a memorial was presented to the British 
colonial .:;ecretary from the British colonies of South Africa and 
New Zea.land and Australia stating. in substance, that the home 
GoYernment should aiG. tllese colonies m their efforts to protect 
birds by enacting the importation bill which had passed the 
House of Lords. 

It if believed thnt England will be unable to resist this urgent 
plea from her coloniea any longer and that the House of Com
lllons at its next sitting will concur \\ith tbe Hoese of Lords 
a.ncl put an end to this jnhuman and uncivilized traffic. 

At the International Ornithological Conference, held in Ber
lin in 1910 to consider the necessity of protection for the birds 
"killed for their plumage," 14 nations were represented, incl ud
ing the United States, England, and Germany. 

A.s I ba 1e said. in 1902 the Government of India mad~ the· 
export of skins and plumes from India illegal. 

Naturalists and others interested in the matter saw with sur
prise that in spite of this prohibition the feathers of birds pecu
liar to the East Lndies and of others strongly suspected to c·ome 
from thence continued to be offered for sale in Mincing Lane. 

now BIRD FEATHERS CO:\Itl FllO:M INDIA.. 

The explanation of this was furnished by the board of cus
toms to the House of Lords committee in 1908. It then ap
peared that between December 20, 1907, and Feuruary 15, 1908, 
23 cases of dead bird skins from India were imported as cow
hair or horsehair; that in March 6,400 further skins were im
ported, hidden under a layer of horsehair :rnd described a s 
horsehair ; that "osprey" feathers from India were sent by 
parcel post, declared as dress material; that smuggling was 
also carried on by way of Straits Settlements in order to eyade 
examination by the customs officers. (See Feathers and Facts, 
p. 63.) 

The gentlemen who appeared before the :nnance Committee 
endeavored to excuse their shameful traffic to-day by denying 
that they deal in egret plumes. . 

I want to call your attention to what they snid when they 
dld deal in egret plumes, and then I want any ~\Iernl>er of this 
body to belie1e anything they say to-day if he cnn. 

In the publication known as The Feather Trade, page 117, 
it is boldly stated thnt the claim that the plumage of the egret 
is taken from the bird when it is alive nnd the young ones left 
to starve is false and absurd. 
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Other tatemeuts found in The Feather Trade I quote as 
folIO'\YS: 

It is no doub t true tbat tbe egret at one time existed in very large 
numbers in Florida. The birds exist . till in numerous swamps known 
as tbe "Everglades," but there had never been any supply of importance 
from those parts. * * * American commercial development is en
tirely respons ible for tbc disappearan'te of tbe white heron from its 
old-time haunts; the feather trade is not. (The Feather Trade, pp. 
40 102.) 

They were not exterminated; they migrated. You might just as well 
say that because you do not see foxes on Hampstead Heath foxes are 
exterminated. (i\Ir. Downham, before the House of Lords committee, 
1908.) 

The egret * * tbrh·es to-day in the remote Everglades of 
Florida and in Southern States. Naturally enouO'h these egrets are 
not to be encountered in the beaten paths of the United States tourist. 
(Tile Feather Trade, p. 14.) 

There -were nevel· many egrets in Florida. You can soon exterminate 
a small number of birds in a small part of the country. If there wern 
egrets in the Isle of Wight they would soon be exterminated. (Mr. 
G. K. Dunstall, representing the feather trade before the House of 
Lords committee, 190 . ) 

'The tale about the birds being shot at breeding time is a fairy 
myth. {l\lr. Weiler, ·before the House of Lords committee, 1908.) 

In reply to these statements I desire to call the attention of 
the Senate to tµe report of Mr. W. E. D. Scott, member of the 
American Ornithologists' Union, published in the Auk in 1887. 

!\fr. REED. Ur. President--
Tl.le VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Connecticut 

yield to the Senator from Missouri? 
l\lr. l\fcLEAN. Certainly. 
Mr. REED. I wish to ask, for information, where are these 

aigrets now principally obtained? 
Mr. McLEAN. In South America. 
Mr. REED. What is the bird from which they are obtained? 
l\fr. McLEA.l~. The white heron. 
Mr. REED. Is it of any u~e on earth except for its feathers? 
Mr. :McLEAN. It devours a great many injurious insects. 
Mr. REED. I am asking if it is of any use to man ~:s:cept 

for the feathers it produces? 
l\lr. l\IcLEXN. I think there has been a decision by the 

Supreme Court of Ohio to the effect that the heron is a game 
bird. 

.Mr. REED. I wish to know if it is of any value, not whether 
somebody has passed a law about it. 

l\Ir. .McLEAN. It devours injurious insects, and that is 
largely its value, outside of its beauty. 

l\lr. REED. Why, the heron is a fish-eating and frog-eating 
bird, is it not? 

Mr. l\fcLEAN. They do feed on fish to some extent. 
Mr. REED. If you ha;-e a bird that is not of any use except 

for its feathers, and has no occupation but eating fish which 
furnish food, just of what value is that bird except for its 
fea thers? What does the Senntor think God Almighty made it 
for, anyway? Certainly a heron is not an ornament. 

l\lr. l\IcLEA..N. The reports of recent investigations show that 
the heron eats a grea t many injurious insects, and I think the 
opinion of naturalists has changed very much in recent years 
with regard to the economic value of the heron, as I will show 
later on in my remarks. 

Mr. REED. Why should the heron be permitted ruthlessly 
to destroy the innocent insects and the innocent fish? 

Mr. McLEAN. I will leave that question to the Senator to 
answer for himself. The annual loss to agriculture caused by 
insects is enormous. 

Mr. REED. I really honestly want to know why there should 
be any sympathy or sentiment about a long-legged, long-beaked. 
long-necked bird that liYes in swamps and eats tadpoles and 
fish and crawfish and things of that kind; why we should 
worry ourselves into a frenzy because some lady adorns her 
hat with one of its feathers, which appears to be the only use 
it has. 

l\Ir. l\IcLEA:N. I haYe stated to the Senator the use and 
economic value of the heron, which is admitted now, although it 
was. denied years ago. But the egret is not inrnlved in this 
proviso. Beyond that, I want to call the attention of the Sen
ator to the fact that more than 5,000,000 of these birds have 
been destroyed, millions of them in Florida, all killed in the 
nesting season, when the young were, say, half grown; and 
the manner of the destruction of the adult birds for their 
plumage destroys millions of young birds, which die by slow 
starvation. l\Iurder has been committed in this trade in our 
own country. It seems to me it is worth while, if these birds 
are to be destroyed, that in civilized nations they should be 
destroyed in a civilized way. If they are useless, let them be 
killed in a proper way, and not by slow starvation. 

l\fr. REED. But the point I am getting .at is the use of the 
bird. Now, I know very little about aigrets. I have a faint, 
protoplasmic notion as to their cost. 

1\Ir. McLEAN. I Ehould hope tllat might insure the Senator's 
sympathy with the proposed legislation. 

1\Ir. REED. If t.lle Senator is introducing this bill not to 
protect the birds but to protect the pocketbooks of the male 
population of this country he will arouse a great wave of sym· 
pa thy by which even I might be swept away; but if it is on 
account of the birds, I wish to ask the Senator if it is not true 
that the only time they are of any value is at the time the 
egrets can be obtained, which is the time they are killed? If 
the young are then left to starve it would seem to me the 
proper idea would be to establish a foundling asylum for the 
young, but still to let humanity utilize this bird for the only 
purpose that evidently the Lord made it for, namely, so that 
we could get egrets for bonnets for our beautiful ladies. 

l\Ir. 1\IcLEAN. I will say to the Senator that I think the 
feathers are worth twice their weight in gold at the present 
time. 

1\Ir. REED. Then, I insist, if that be true, tllat we ought not 
to be prohibited from having the use of them. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, will the Senator permit 
me for a moment? 

Mr. l\IcLEAN. Certainly. 
Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator from Missouri asks of what 

use they are. The egret is a most beautiful bird. I do not know 
of what use a painting is except to look at and admire. I feel 
very sure that we might as well and with eq:rnl propriety and 
esthetic taste look at a beautiful bird and admire it, and that 
they ought to be permitted to live for that purpose if for no 
other. 

l\Ir. REED. Why, Mr. President, these birds come from a 
country where there is nobody to look at them, for the most 
part. Certainly we in this country can not look at them, and 
I do not know why we should pTotect the denizens of distant 
climes. The Indians of South America have not enough esthetic 
taste to admire them-nay, more, they have not enough hu
manity, according to the Senator's statement, to prevent theJ,TI 
from slaughtering these birds in what he claims is a cruel and 
unusual manner . 

Mr. GALLil'\GER. If the Senator from Connecti~ut will 
permit me to say just one 'word more: The usefulness of these 
birds in the destruction of insects is beyond computation. This 
may not be an accurate statement, but I rend in a scientific 
journal not long ago that if the birds cf the world were ex
terminated the human race would go out of existence in a very 
short time. 

Mr. REED. But, Mr. President, if the Senator from Con
necticut will pardon me, and then I will not interrupt llim 
further, of what interest is it to the people of the Unitec.l States 
to protect birds that kill insects in South America, if they do 
kill insects? It appears that this bird, if it eats insect nt all, 
does so in such small quantities that it took science a great 
number of years to determine the fact. Pretty nearly all of us 
know what a heron is. Every boy that has every tramped 
through the swamps hunting ducks has been disturbed occasion- -
ally by a discordant cry, and the sight of long and ungainly 
legs, and still more ungainly wi_ngs, and the flutter of an 
awkward bird over the weeds. If he has any use on earth it 
certainly is not to delight the sense of beauty, for he is about 
the homeliest combination of feathers and bones and feet and 
claws that ever was gotten together on this earth. Ile lives 
thousands of miles from our country. He lives in the unin
babitable swamps of South America. He is captured down 
there by -the natives. and it appears that he is captured because 
there is one beautiful thing about him, and onJy one, and that • 
is this little feather that they call an egret that the women use 
to adorn their bonnets. · 

Instead of making these things dearer I am in favor of mak
ing them cheaper. I do not know what interest the United 
States of America has in protecting birds of that kind that are 
born in swamps thousands of miles away, and that neither 
delight the sense of beauty nor serve any useful purpose. 

Mr. McLEAN. I will say to the Senator that the egrets 
are gone. There are none to-day, except a few which exist in 
protected heronries. .All the wild birds, so to speak, have been 
exterminated; so the Senator need not give himself any uneasi
ness over the egret question. If he will listen, I should like to 
read a discription of the manner in which these birds have been 
destroyed. 

Mr. REED. But, l\fr. President, if they n re gone, if they are 
dead, if tbis chapter lies in the dead arnl buried past, why 
should we be legislating about it in the Jiyiu~ r.re eut? 

Mr. McLEAN. But we are not. Aigrets are not included in 
the proviso at alJ. I am simply ca mug the n rtPntion of the Sen
ate to the way in which the bird trade lrieJ lo deceive the 
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public at a time w'llen they w-ere destroytn-g the .egrets. I am 
showing the Senate huxv utterly unw-orthy of heUef the plumage 
taders are by referTing Ito tlleir attempts to dee-eive the public in 
the past. 

Mr. REED. It is 
0

h ardly w-0rth while to take me time of ihe 
Senate to demon h·ate toot ·the man milliner has very little 
regard for truth and ~racity. I think that might 'be eonceded. 

1\Jr. l\icLEL~. If the other l\!ember Qf the 'Senate agree 
with the opinion -expressed by the Senator !from :Missouri, I 
shall occupy but >ery little time on that qu6fion; but I desire 
to cu.ll the attention :of the Senator from Missouri to the way 
in which these birds. which he oonsiders to 'be of no m:lue, h-ave 
been exterminated, and that Jin 1:h:e face of th-e met that t'he 
trade has -denied any -connection wfill.teTeT with the destrudion 
of these egrl'ts in our own c011I1h'y . It is the character of the 
plumage trnde that the fate of the egret illustrates. No humane 
man can reaa. it without -a shudder. 

I quote from the rep.::>rt gf W. E. D. Scott, member of the 
American Ornithologists' Union, _published in the Auk. 

May 4, 18 7: Cbni·lotte Harbor_ Only a few years ago bird life so 
.abundant that it would be <li1iicu1t to .exaggerate tb.e numbers.. Capt. 
Bnker said that about UO a.er-es w-er.e o -eo~·ere<'.I wit'h ·!White ibis that 
" it looked frum .a distance .u.s if n big white sheet had been &"'O'Wn ver 
the mangroves . .., uil:htg to.day -over 40 mile , I .did not see a place 
that was occupied by even a fow lblrlls. i.'ostmaster ;ind others '5.ll 
agreed that fOl' the past two years birds had been so pe1•secnted to 
get their p1umes f o.1· t11e nortoern ~1·het ttbat they were vractl
cally ~erminated. Birds were killed, p]umes taken from the back, 
bead. and breast, and earca.sses throw.n. to !buzzards (i. e.., -vultures ). 

May 8: 1\lacleod Jslaud, great bl'ecding place of rerldIBh eg1·et 
Found a bug-e pHe of h::tlf...Oeca_yed birds lylng on the .grmmd, which had 
been killed a day or two. All .Qf them hnd the plum-es taken, zjth 
a _patch of skin from the oacll:, and some llad the wings cut off. I 
counted over 200 birds so treated. Withln the la-st few days it had 
been almost destr~yed hundreds -Of olil i!Jirds having been killed :n..nd 
thousands ot' ego-s broken. I do not l..""Dow of a more horrible and 
brutal exhibition than that bi ch I witnessed here '* * "*. 

l\lay 12: We found m camp Yr. Frank !"obnso:n. who is a profes
sional bird plnmer. Snuwy beron, .Amerkan egret, and reddis"h egret 
brought tb.e highest p1·iees, b11t he killed almost anything :that wore 
feathers. Be s11id be wished there w&S some llaw to prob~ct the b1rds, 
at least during the breeding time, but added that, as ev.e.rybody else 
was pluming, he had made .:ip his min.cl that he might have hi.a sh:i.re. 
He was kUling birds and mal..'ing plumes now for Mr. J. B. Hatty, of. 
New York -City, who .employed many ·nten along :the entire Gulf <:oa.st 
from Cedar Keys to Key West particularly for herons. spoonbill.B, and 
showy birds. He told me of the enormous breeding pla:ees tha.t b:a<1 
formerly been tbe homes of the "birds -0.f tbis region. Now most of 
them were entirely rl.eserted .and tbe nu.mller still resorted to yearly 
becoming smaller. "It was ea y to ftnd thous.n:nds of birds .five or 
six years back wbere .absolutely none now exist:'' My own observa· 
tions lead me to ag.ree with tbis -statement. But in fact the des.true· 
tion must bave been gr-eat&· ,than .can be il"MJized. 
· fay 27 : Mr. Frank Hi.gel told me the sn.me story of extermination 
I had already heard so many times-two large rookeries ()f bero.ns 
where we were now anc:hored, but '.broken up by plume hunters, and 
it was impossible to find AI\Y breeding or r<>0sting in thls vicinity. 

May 29 : Sa.ratosa. All birds killed off by plume hunters. 
~ 1s scarcely necessarF to d:raw nuy .con.elus:ions or in:f-er.ences. This 

great and growin.i; -evil speaks fur itself. I have the names and .ad
-dresses of some 5u -dealers ill Yruious towns in Florida and tlle princl· 
·pal cities of the .country. Men~·ban1.s in New York and othe:r center.a 
are buying, -every month, the skins :n.ud plum o.f .Florida birds. The 
price paid for such . mn.terfal, . n<itwlthstanding the efforts made t-o 
create ·sympathy for the birds anti a feeling against 'Using the feathers 
for hats and otb-e-r decorative purposes, is each ye:rr becoming hlgher, 
showing how great is the demand and how p-rofitabl.e the trafilc to 
these men milliners. 

I now quote from Mr. Gilbert Pe~uson, member of the Ameri
can Ornithologists' Union: 

I visited a lm·ge .colony -0f herons <m Horse Hummock (central Flor· 
lda) on Apxil 27, 1888. .Se:veral hundred pairs we.re nest±ttg ther:e at tbe 
time. * * "* Three years later I visited the :heronry, but tire scene 
had changed. Not a heron was visible. The call bad come fr-Om north
ern ctties for greater qullDtities of beron plum-es for millinery. "The 
plume hunter had discovered tbe -colony, and a few shattered lles"ta ere 
'all that was left to tell of the once populous c-01ony. The tew Stll'TI.V· 
ing ten.ants, 1! there were tmy, ba-0 fled in terror to the .recesses .of 
wilder swamps. A few mUes noTth of W.aM.o, in ~ fiat, pin.-e Tegio.n, .our 
-party ca.me one day upon a little swrunp wnere we ba<l been told ber-0ns 
bred in numbers. Upon app.t·o.aehing tbe place the screams <>f young 
birds rea<:bed our ears. The ca-use of this soon becfillle .apparent by the 
buzzing of. green flies and the :neaps of d~ad herons .festering in the 
sun, with the back -of each bird raw and bleeding. "* * ·• Young 
herons bad been left t>y :scOi'es in the nests to perish from .exposure and 
star va ti an. 

Mr. H. K. Job, Stat-e .ornithologist of Connecticut, has the fol
lowing to say 'in reply to the claim of the pl-a.rrmg:e tra.de that the 
egrets He not injured in the -coHection of their plumage : 

What a spectaele, tbe dark-green mangrove foliage dotted with ·ibises 
of dazzling whiteness, · pillk curlews " (the Jocal name for the .roseate 
-spoonbill), and blue-tinted ·hero-ns. Wherever I may penetrate in future 
wanclerlngs l can never bope t-0 see -anytbin~ to surpass or in &>me 
respects to ·equal that 'ti{>OD whl£b 1 ·now ga-zed. Years -ago sueh sights 
could be found all over FJorida. and otber Southern States. 'This is th-e 
last pitiful remnant of bosts of innocent, -exquisite .creatures slft~htered 
for n brut:tl, seoseless--ses. -erimmal--mHHnery folly_ Such inaecessi.ble 
tan>:les of southern .Flori<la .a.r.e the last p-l:i:ces Qf refuge, the fast ditch 
tn tbe str~gle for existence to which these splendid species have b.een 

-clri ven. -(" WHd Win gs." 1.ly E: "K.. Jf h, ~. ::i4. ) 
I rev~led in the sigbbs a:nd sounds of tlbis ·enderful plac.e, which is 

probably tbe largest and perhaps tbe only large egret "rookery in North 

A.mt>.rica.. T.he only re.a.son that it .exists to-day is b.ecause it Is guarded 
by :armed ws.rdens wh-0 will arrest er, if necessary, shoot any person 
found upon ~ property with a gun. * * * 

That the work -0f .destru.ction is ~oing on with rnpidity one can not 
!f.:Ul t~ real.ire bo has been in Florida. Three years ago these beautiful 
anti pectaeu.ln.r .Epecfos were to be ~een nearly e>erywbere. In 1903 
.I had bfil'd work to find a f-ew seattered .c-0lon.ies in tbe remotest antl 
wilde t parts Of. the State. Mr. F. M. -Cbapm3ll went tbere la t season 
and found tbem all practical!} :urniblfated. The same is becoming true 
even in "SDuthern B.raziiL ('•Wild \rings," by H. K.. lob, pp. 143-145.) 

1\ir. &"\ITTH -Of Arizona. Afr. President, I am .in he!lrty 
sympathy mth the purpose of the S-en.ator, but it strikes me 
th.at it is not as mueh a question ()f imports here us it is the 
;prei""ention of the -slaughter of birds in our own States. 

1ifr_ M-cLE.A.N. I run coming to th-at. 
Mr. SMITH of Arizona.. If the fact b.e that prohjbit]ng the 

imports of these feathers is going to inc....""ease th-e slaughter at 
home under the lax regulations of -0ur own State, I doubt 
whether the Senator will a.ceonrpJish the purpose in which he 
and 1 both h~ne such inte:m;e sympathy. 

I appreciate th~ awfu l crime of the slaughter of the bi1·ds of 
America. C..w we u-0t. under our interst~t-e-eommex·ce power 
or by some other deYice within Federal control, make up for 
what the State lacks in the performance of its duty in tbe 
protection -Of g~ or so-ng bi rd u.nd a.ccompli Ji the result 
by that means raiber than by a mere attempt to prewnt tbe 
importation? In other words, I much prefer that they should 
he importoo from other countrl-es than killed at borne. I .am 
intensely .in farnr .of the protectfon of bi.rd Hfe., and I shall be 
found always doing my best thr-0ugh au effective mem.s to 
.aocomplliill that most humane and beneficial end. 

Mr. McLEAN. I :Sha11 ~rtake to show to the Senator 
~fore I finish, if be will do me the honor to listen, that the 
.egret fa a smull item 1u the matter of bird -protection. ,..rhey 
rurm been exterminated by the bit;d pil~es an<I exist only in 
heronries which :l're guarded by wardens with rifles. My pur
po,se in calling the .attention .of tbe .Senate to the cruel an<l 
mrnton .destruction of tbe egr.et is to show how the trade bas 
decefred tbe pubUe in the past. Of course, what \Ye are inter
ested in, in the arst place, i.s the saving of .Americau birds, but 
if th-e Senator will bear fo n.UL.d that during eight months of 
t~ jear ail our birds .of bright plumage go to the islands of 
the sea. Ce-ntra.1 Amerlcn .. and .South America, and there are the 
prey "Of the bird pir.ates .and a.re .killed there and exported to 
England, France, or Germany and there mounted and returned 
to this -country, he will see possibly that some benefit may ari!!le 
in preventing ·the im.P<>rtation of -0u:r own birds 1nto tb.is 
.eountry in that way. 

N-0twithst:mding this <>~erwhelming -p.roof that the plumage 
birds were nll killec1 in the nesting season and by and for the 
trade nnd for the .New York trade until >ery recently, we find 
this astonishing statement in the Feather Trade: 

I om assure you m.ost solemnly that the trnde has no agents who 
a"Te \known -or encouraged to poach upon pr.ese-rves or re~rwati-0ns. 
That -such poaching goes on is undoubted. Yai who are working in 
the yiJ.-gin lands where wild birds a.re plentiful will kiB what they ean, 
where they can. and whe.n tb.ey <'an, filld they will make the best use 
they can of the -plumag-es, whether there is or is not 11. market. 
(Feathers and Facts, p. 63.) · 

Mr. Presiden.t, the fate <Of the egret is tbe fat~ of .all the birds 
:Of bright plumage, and all ·Of them have been found to be Of 
;great economic value as dest.""Oy.ers -0f insect pests. 

In the brief of the Tirade submitted to th~ Finance Com
mittee of the Senate we find the following stat~ment: 

We, the undersigned. impot·ters -and manufadur.ers of foreign bird 
plumage, excepting aigrettes, respectfully object to the proyision in 
Schedule N .. 357, of the new tai-iff bill. a R 3321. 

.We .Cleal ex.elusively in the plumage of birds of foreign nativity, 
totally dissimilar to an:v American bil'ds. and. n~dless to argue, if the 
aforementioned prc;visio.n i"s 'enacted i.his industry must eome t:i an end. 

The effro-ntery of thls stat~ment, t-0 say nothing of its inac
eu.rncy, will be best understood by calling the attention of thB 
Senat-e to the facts eollected by Mr. James Buckland and printed 
in his work, The Destruction .of Plumage Birds, published in 
1909. I use the w-ol'd " facts" because Mr. Buckland bases his 
statements upon diplomatic :.and consular reports. which can not 
be .contro\"ertoo. 

I quote as follows: 
V.ENEZUE.LA. 

THE 'WRfTE H&ROX. 

Thirty years a.go ther.e ~re ~ronries in Florida which were -estimated 
to contain, severany. .nbout 3,-000~0(){} whit-e herons. .At tbe sa1110 
period prodigiens mo1titudes of these bh·ds roamed w'ildly over China. 
But .even ,these vast hordes eould not witb.stand slaughter during the 
.b-reeding -seas.on, rulll now tt:e wrote hei·on is p.radi-c:iUy e.xte.1·mioated 
in North .America .ana in the IDddle Kingdom. 

From the many o11iefa1 retiuns in ruy possession -showing the extent 
of tbe annual slaughter of this bird, I wiU ~xtrnct two. They are taken 
frnm the Diplomatie a.n.d Con ul.a:1: .Reports on the Trade and ·Commerce 
of Venezuela, ·and .show tPI! gua.ntity of eg-r-et plumes ~orted from 
-ciudad Bolivar during the y.ears 1898 and !SOS, respectively. 1 -quote 

erbatim from the .re.port :for il.898.: ·•The qnantlty ol' :egr.et feathers 
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PXf)ortrd bas this year reached the high total of 2,839 kilos. Con
s:dcl'iu:; that about 870 birds have to be killed to produce one kilo of 
the sma II feathers, or about 215 birds for one kilo of the larger, the 
destruction of these bil'ds must be very great, and will no doubt affect 
the production before long.'! Commenting on these figures, her late 
!\Ia iPsty·s minister at Caracas said-I again quote from the report
.. If, thereforn. we take the average, the number of birds killed last year 
wa 1 . ii~8.7:i , but if we take the highest number it was 2,469,930, and 
even the lowest accounts for the slaughter of 610,385." 

Now, let us turn to the consular report for 1908--0nly five years ago. 
In I his mstance the quantity is given in ounces, and from these official 
fi;rures we IP.arn that the total export of egret plumes last year was 
4:!.! l G ounce.s. It Is acknowledged by the trade that it takes, on an 
a \Cra;;c, six birds to yield one ounce of these scapular plumes. If 
t l~ereforc we multiply this number of ounces by six, we will ascertain 
the nurnbe1· of white herons killed in Venezuela in 1908. The product 
i :!fi7.Dl6. That is to say, if we take the average mentioned by the 
P.ritisb IDinister in the 1898 report-which I think fair-the effect of 
HJ years' slaughter was to reduce the production-I use round num-
1.Jers-from one million and a half to 250,000. 

These particular figures can not be considered too gravely. They fur
nish complete evidence not only of the r apid diminution of the species 
in Venezuela bat also complete evidence-unless effective protection 
C"Omes in time to save the bird-that what has happened in North 
America and in China is going to happen in South America, and, for the 
m:i ttN' of that, in every country in the universe in which the white 
heron is found. 

Tlll'l JABIRO. 

The shallow lagoons which are occasionally met with in the great 
savanna regions of the middle Orinoco district in Venezuela are favorite 
feeding grounds of the Amerkan jabiru, the largest but one of all 
living stOl'ks. Slow and deliberate in its movements, and walking 
alTI·uys with military precision, this giant bird is known locally as the 
"soldier stork." In the country districts of Venezuela one is likely 
to bear many stories of the part this bird with martial tread has filled 
in sbapin.~ the history of that country. One very good one is in con
nection with the Venezuelan war for independence, and relates how a 
l>cdy of Spanish soldiers mounted a rise in the savanna they were 
crossing to be suddenly confronted in the distance with a long line of 
~oldie rs in red jackets and white trousers marching toward them with 
a II the precision of veterans. Without waiting for a closer acquaintance 
tbe Spaniards turned and fled. They had come upon a flock of jabiru. 

Some idea of the size and strength of this bird may be gathered 
from the fad that the nest, which ls a great platform of sticks, built 
usunlly in n solitary tree in the midst of a great rolling savanna, con· 
tains pieces of wood 4 or 5 feet in length and as large around as a 
rnnn·s wri6t. Such a grand bird was not made for vulgar desecration, 
yet for the last 10 years there has been a growing demand for its 
wing and tail feathar::;. In the London plume sales alone there were 
catalo~ued last year 28,250 of these quills. 

In the Consular Report for 1908 we find that, exclusive of the plumes 
of the white heron, there were exported from Ciudad Bolivar during 
that yeur 10,612 pounds iee1ght of "other f eathers and plumage.-" Five 
i'o ns, nearly, of feathers shipped fron~ one port in one year? I ask you 
to ponder on these figures and to reflect what this annual hecatomU of 
llinls darkly yet plainly indicates. 

THE WEST INDIES. 

The ancient Mexicans looked upon the humming birds as emblems of 
t he soul, as the Greeks <lid upon the butterfly, and held that the spirits 
of their warriors who had died in defense of their religion were trans
fo1·med into the5e most brilliant of living creatures in the mansion of 
tile s~n . 

It is a curious thought which Is brought out by the fact that cen
turies later in the world's development the humming bird should be 
marl·ed out for slaughter more than any other bird. Its destruction 
in the West Indies has been such that certain species with a restricted 
habHnt are already exterminated, while others are at the point of ex
tcrmina tion. In Trinidad, for example, the number -of species has been 
re1lnced from 18 to 5. 

The humming bird is protected by law and by sentiment throughout 
the Crown colonies of the West Indian division. Yet the mouth of the 
dealer is filled with laughter. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. If the Senator will pardon me, I do not 
want to take up the time of the Senate, but I wish to say that 
when I was a boy there were humming birds all over my part 
of the country; there must have been 500 varieties of them; and 
they were of every colored wings that you could imagine, 
bronze, carlet, green, blue, and everything else. I do -not see 
a humming bird now twice in a season. 

Mr. McLEAN. The reason why is because many of our hum
ming birds go to Cuba for the winter and are there killed · in 
great numbers. -I read a report a few years ago stating that 
some 30,000 humming birds in one shipment were sent from 
Cuba to Europe to be mounted, and in one auction sale in Lon
don I think nearly 2,000 of these birds were sold for 2 cents 
apiece. 

Mr. LANE. Will the Senator allow me to account to the 
Sena tor from Mississippi for the dearth of humming birds in 
his part of the country at this time and in confirmation of what 
the Senator from Connecticut has been saying? I have here a 
specimen of one of these American humming birds [exhibit
ing]. It was mailed to me by some one a number of days ago. 
It shows the skin of an American humming bird which was 
killed in Cuba and shipped to Europe and prepared and re-

. shippe<l. and sold in this ·country for the purpose of decorating 
hats. I think if the Senator from Mississippi will look at it he 
will recognize an old friend. The statement which accompanies 
this specimen is as follows : 

This American humming bird was sold at the August auction of the 
London feather trade in 1912 for 2 cents along with 1,5!)9 others like it 
at the s:ime price. At the first three of the quarterly London sales or 
Hl12 the following bird skins were sold : 129,168 egrets, 13,5!)8 herons, 

20,698 birds of paradise, 41,090 humming birds 9 464 ea"'les condol's, 
etc., and 9,472 other birds, making a total of 223,4bO. 

0 

• 

The Senator will notice in this exhibit '\Vhich I make that the 
pennies which originally accompanied it are gone. I ha>e trans
ferred them to my pocket for _safekeeping . 

l\Ir. McLEAN. I will say to the Senator from Ore"'on thnt I 
am not at all sure his exhibit is an American hum~ing llinl. 
I had one sent to me, but I was so uncertain of it that I did not 
~eel justified in calling the attention of the Senate to it, because 
it seemed to me that it might be a Brazilian bird. 

Mr. WILLI.AMS. It may be a Brazilian bird. 
Mr. McLEAN. There are a great many vmieties, I may sny. 

~ saw : ecently a report of a cloak made of humming-bird skins 
ill Paris and sold for $10,000, if I remember correctly. 

I have here reports with regard to the destruction of tlie 
American flamingo on the Bahama Islands and I quote from tl!e 
publication "The Destruction of Plumage'Birds," by 1\lr. Buck
land: 

THE B.UI!.MA ISLA::-<DS. 
THE AMERICAN FLAMINGO. 

In December, 1904, Mr. Frank J\I. Chapman, curator of mamm::ilogv 
and ornithology. in .the American Mus~um of Natural !=Iistory. pul>lished 
an account of his discovery of a breedmg ground of this sino-ulal' bil'c1 in 
one of the outer Bahama Islands. Unwittingly he did ~01·e. as you 
shall see. I propose reading an extract from his fine piece of descrip
tive writing : 

"Ten minutes wading through shallow water brought us so nea1· tbe 
now greatly enlarged pink band that with a glass the birds could be 
seen unmistakably seated on their conical nests of sand, and with an 
utterly indescribable feeling of exultation we advanced rapidly to view 
at short range this wonder of wonders in bird life. At a distnnce of 
about 300 yards • • * we first heard the honklng note of alat·m
a wave of deep sound. Soon the birds began to rise. standing on tbei1· 
nests • • • and waving their black and vermilion wings. As we 
came a little nearer, in stately fashion the birds began to move, uni
formly, like a great body of troops, they stepped slowly forward. bl ack 
pinions waving and trumpets sounding, and then, when we were still 
150 yards away, the leaders sprang into the air. File after file of tile 
winged hosts followed. The very earth seemed to erupt birds, as flam
ing masses sti·eamed heavenwards. • • • They flew only a s llort 
distance to windward, then, swinging with set wings, sailed over us
u rushing, fiery cloud." 

One would have supposed that Mr. Chapman's stirring word would 
have appealed to the higher elements of our nature; yet no sooner bad 
he disclosed the secret pa tbs which led to this red city ·than the grasp· -
ing hand of man clawed it in its clutch. At one time it seemed likely 
that the negroes who were employed in the slaughter would banisil the 
wonder from the earth. As a set-off against the mischief he bnd lnno· 
cently done, Mr. Chapman made heroic efforts to save for future genern
tlons what is assuredly the pinkest of all the pink pearls of tbe 3a
hamas. In the end-and to him the chief merit is due-the impend ing 
peril was averted. The ranks of this red coho1·t, though sadly thinned, 
now enjoy immunity from attack. The Amer·ican flamingo has been In-
cl oded in the schedule of wild birds which are protected by law in the 
Bahama Islands. 

THE UNITED STATES. 

THE ATLANTIC COAST. 
No better instance of the destruction of species for the mil l~ ery 

market can be given than the massacre of the shore birds of tbe A f. 
lantic coast of the United States. Twenty-five years ngo these bfrds 
swarmed all down this coast In incredible numbers.' To-da:v all that 
remains of that extraordinary abundance is a few scattered- c0lonies, 
rigidly guarded by wardens. The part which we played in this ap
palling butchery may be measured from the fact that London was the 
largest buyer of the wings of the gulls and terns which wern hot ou 
these breeding grounds. Fo1· years the furious slaughter went on un
checked. At length the consequences became visible everywhere. The 
supply of wings, which at first bad seemed inexhaustible, was rapidly 
approaching the vanishing point. Then, in response to an earnest 
appeal by bird lovers, the Government of the United Stat::!s stil'l'ed itself 
to action, and on i\larch 14, 1903, set aside l'elican Island, off the 
eastern coast of Florida, as a bird reservatioa, thereby forging the first 
link in that chain of insular bird sanctuaries which to-day stretches 
from Maine to Texas. 

But to create national breeding grounds for the birds of the Atlantic 
littoral was one thing, to protect the birds quite another. The ag-ents 
of the feather dealers were ever cruising in the ofing, and no roan knew 
the hour when they would swoop down and raid a sanctuary. So fre· 
quent were these depredations it became necessary to provide the 
wardens with powerful seagoing launches that they might pass STI"iftly 
and safely from island to island. Tl·is increased facility of surveillance 
greatly interfered with the business of the raiders, who resented the 
check put upon their actions, and stories continually drifted across to 
the mainland and into the office of the Department of the Interio1· con· 
taining accounts of minor assaults and threatened as aults on \Yardens , 
but nothing of a vel'y atrocious nature. Then the people of the Un ited 
States were startled to hear that one of the chances a reservation 
warden assumed when be entered upon the duties of bis office was the 
risk of being compelled to surrender his life to the deprn vity of bis 
fellow men. 

Oyster Key Reservation, a small island which lies off the coast of 
Florida, is fringed with mangrove, and in these bashes nested a few 
egrets which had escaped the general m:issacre--one of tbe very few 
small colonies in which lies the only hope that one day these binls may 
reestablish themselves in North America. This rese1·vation \Tas under 
the charge of Guy II. Bradley, a zealous guardian of tile feathered wards 
of the Government. 

On July 8, 1905, Braaley beard the discharge of guns on the r0serva
tion, and, rowing across, found two raiders shooting the egrets. 
Alarmed at bis approach, the men ra~ to 1 heir boat, and rowed off to 
the schooner which bad brought them to the island. Brndley reentered 
his skiff and followed. He was in the act of climbin~ the ~chooner's 
side to arrest the offenders when one -of them put his rifle to his shoul
der and shot him dead. 
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Ily a grave miscarriage of justice the murderer was allowed to go 

free. the grand jury failing to indlct him. · 
Three years pa sed, in which the resentment of the plume bunters 

was confined to its former li11its of minor assaults and threatened 
assaults on wardens. Then, on September 15, 1908, L. P. Reeves, war
den of tlle Sou th Carolina reservations, was brutally murdered. He 
was shot from ambush, just after dark, as he was nearing hls home. 
~rwo notorious raiders bad been threatened by Reeves with arrest, and 
on the same day as the murder waa committed these men had bought 
buckshot i:>llells at St. George, 7 miles away. Re('ves was shot with a 
full charge of buckshot, both wa_ds and shot being found in the body. 
The governor offered a reward of $5t>O for the capture of the mur
derers, but the men got away. 

Two months later another human sacrifice was offered to woman's 
deity. On November 30, 1908, Columbus G. McLeod, warden of the 
bird reservation at the north end of Charlotte Harbor, Fla., was seen 
alive for the last time. In the patrol boat was discovered his bat with 
two Jong gashes in the crown, evidently cut with an ax. In the cuts 
were bits of hair and blood, and there was also a considerable quantity 
of blood in the boat. The body was never found, and it is supposed 
that it was thrown into the water by the murderer and carried out to 
sea by the tide, which runs very strong in that part of Charlotte 
11arbor. 

From the day when man became man and walked erect he has slain 
his fellow man for his gold. Now, the plumes of the egret are worth 
£8 the oupce--double the value of gold. 

THE PACIFIC COAST. 

Little more than a decade of years ago there was no more populous 
waterfowl district in the worlJ than through the lake region of south
ern Oregon. It wa.s, in fact, the nursery of the immense flocks of mi
gratory waterfowl of the Pacific coast. To-day these shallow bodies of 
water arc almost depopulated. Prof. W. W. Cooke, of the Biological 
Survey, states in one of the annual reports of the Department of Agri
culture, that bnndl'eds of tons of ducks were killed each season merely 
for their green wing feathers and the bodies thrown away. White 
herons, swans. geese pelicans, ibises, and ottier species too numerous to 
mention here, were all slaughtered in a like way, and for a like paltry 
end. 

nut It is of the destruction of the grebes that I intend to speak par
ticularly. The grebe colonies which were scattered round the lakes 
were probably the most extensive in the world. It was from bere that 
the feather merchants for years obtained the bulk of the supply of 
those silvery breast feathers which women were wont, while the supply 
lasted, to attach to some portion or other of their attire. During the 
last six or seven ye.ars there were from 20 to 30 camps of professional 
killers and skinners stationed along the border or Klamath Lake, and 
the north end of Tu le Lake, engaged solely in killing grebes. Wagons· 
visited the camps regularly-about three times a week-to collect the 
skins. This continued until every grebe which had lived on the north
ern borders of Tule Lake had been wiped out of exlstence~and until the 
great breeding grounds on the southern end of Lower fi.lamath Lake 
hacl been reduced to a few small colonies. . 

When It had become evident that the feather dealers had no inten
tion of staying tbeir hands while a single grebe remained alive, the 
Oregon .Audubon Society, in the spring of 1908, subscribed $400 for 
two capable field natura.lists to make a trip to the lake district, and to 
pl'epare a statement and an appeal to the General Government asking 
that some steps be taken to prevent the utter destruction of bird life 
in this area. • -

I have space to give one extract only from this report. It refers 
to the grebes on Lower Klamath Lake. " • • • found but one 
nest, and saw only an occasional scared bird. Skinned bodies floating 
here and there told the story of disappearance." 

Suffice it to say that when the report reached Washington, Mr. 
Roosevelt, with his usual admirable promptness and intelligent appre· 
ciation of the needs of bird protection, at once came to the rescue, and 
in .August, 1908, set aside Lower Klamath Lake, Harney Lake, and 
Lake Malheur as bird reservations. • 

But the dealers, who had been working the field systematically, had 
not quite exhausted the supply of grebes on Lake Malheur, and they 
were not going to allow even Executive orders and proclamations to 
stand in the way of their doing so. Last season (1909) there were 6 
indictments against dealers' agents filed in the district attorney's office 
at Burns for shooting irrebes on Lake Malheur Reservation. These 
indictments cited the kiiiing of 400 grebes by one hunter a.nd 1,000 
by a second hunter. While these indictments were being made a num
ber of sacks belonging to a third bunter and containing the skins of 
800 grebes were seized at the express office at Burns. Unfortunately 
the poachers beard in advance that indictments were to be made and 
escaped to California. 

I will conclude these few remarks on what was once one of the most 
extensive breeding ~rounds in the world with an extract from the 
monthly report ending May 31, 1909, of the State warden of Lake 
Malheur Reservation : "Very few grebes are nesting on the reserve 
this year-mute testimony of _the inroads of previous market hunting. 
A few galls and terns are nesting, but very few." 

THE ISLA"!'iDS OF THE NORTH PACIFIC. 

The extent to which the destruction of birds Is carried in the North 
I'acific Ocean may be gauged by a few extracts from the report of 
William Alanson Bryan, United . States special inspector of birds and 
animals. The report is dated October 31. 1904. and is addressed "To 
tbe Hon. Theodore Roosevelt, President or the United States." In this 
official communication Mr. Bryan states: 

" During the past f ew years I have visited practically all of the low 
corn! islands in the North Pacific, and have been appalled at the de
struction of the birds on these islands by Japanese plume hunters who 
made a business of visiting not only the bird Islands of their' own 
possessions but those of the United States as well, and killing birds by 
the hundreds of thousands. On Marcus Island a party had been at 
work for six years. In that short time they bad wiped out of existence 
one of tbe largest albatross colonies in these waters. So complete was 
their work of destruction that during the year of my visit they had 
only secured 13 specimens of the albatross. While there I estimated 
that they had 40.000 tern kins ready for shipment, which was the 
second boatload to be shipped that yfar. • • • Midway Island 
at the time of my visit was covered with great heaps of albatross 
carcasses whkh a crew of poachers had left to rot on the ground after 
the quill feathers had been pulled out of each bird." 

The report then deals with the depredations on Lislansky Island 
which ls one of the outlying Hawaiian islets. ~nd is a wonderful cente; 
of ocean bird life. For the purpose of brevity I will present this por· 

tion of Mr. Bryan's report in my own words : In 1904 a Tokyo firm 
fitted out a schooner at Yokabama and dispatched her to this isJand, 
the object of the expedition being the collection of plumage for the 
millinery markfts of Europe. The staff of killers, skinners, and taxi
dermists on board numbered 87. The schooner duly arrived at her 
destination, when the party landed and commenced at once to kill the 
bil'ds. A few weeks later their presence on the island was observed 
by the captain of a ship engaged in the guano trade, who reported 
the matter to the chief authorities at Honolulu. The U. S. S. Thetis, 
of the Revenue Service, was at once dispatched to stop these unlawful 
operations. She arrived at Lislansky Island to find that the raiders 
had already collected 335 cases of plumage, representing the skins and 
feathers of 300,000 birds. 

.After relating this Incident, Mr. Bryan takes
1 

In order, all the low 
Islands of the chain and shows how each is similarly scourged. 

The raids led to an interchange of views on the subject between 
Washington and Tokyo. It is only fai.r to Japan to say that she at 
once issued an order warning ship captains not to carry men who were 
engaged In this piracy. But the raids continued. Then, in reply to 
fart~er protests from Washington, the Japanese minister for foreign 
affairs presented his compliments to his excellency the .American min
ister, and, while assuring Wm of Japan's sympathy and cooperation in 
the · matter of the bird laws of the United States, had the honor to 
inform him that the class of men engaged in plume collecting was 
composed largely of lawless marauders. The Japanese minister for 
foreign affairs knew what he was talking about. In 1908 the skins of 
about 50,000 terns from these islands came under the hammer in 
Mincing Lane. I have not yet completed the details of the Lendon 
plume sales for this year, but I notice that terns from the North 
Pacific continue . to be a feature of the catalogues. 

On December 17, 1904, the nominee of a syndicate of Europeans 
addressed a letter to the governor of Honolulu, in which he made the 
following proposal: He was to be granted a lease of a certain numbe1· 
of the No1·th Pacific islands-which he speclfi.ed and which are the 
principal breeding grounds of such albatrosses and terns as are left to 
these waters---0n these conditions: He would agree for 10 years to 
plant each year not less than 1,000 coconut trees. After expatiating 
on the benefits which would accrue to the country and to t he people 
from the change of a bird reservation into a coconut plantation, 
the nominee went on to say that he would agree to protect the birds, 
but asked for the privilege of killing annually such numbers as ""ould 
not, in his opinion, affect the continuance of the several species. 
Finally he agreed to pay to the Territory 10 per cent of the net reali
zations from the sale of the bird skins. 

This. disingenuous attempt to secure to the millinery interest a con
cession which would have meant the annihilation within four or five 
ycars of almost every bird in the north Pacific Ocean was exposed by 
l\fr. William Dutcher and vetoed by the Department of the Interior. 

l\fr. President, the truth of the matter is, the plumage hunters 
slaughtered the American egret until they were stopped by 
armed wardens. but not until they had committed all the crimes 
in the code from theft to murder. 

It further appears that the plumage trade has done all that 
it could do to exterminate every other American bird of bright 
plumage from the humming bird to the albatross. It is no 
thanks to the feather trade, and very little thanks to the Fed
eral Go>ernment, that there is a plumage bird now living iP the 
United States. 

The claim that the trade does not deal in American birds is 
true only so far as it may be unable to buy American birds. 
All of our birds-humming birds, orioles, scarlet tanagers, in
digo birds, plover-in fact, any bird of bright plumage, when it 
leaves the United States in the autumn spends seven or eight 
months far away from the protection of our State or Federal 
laws, the prey of the bird killers. In the London auction rooms· 
we find the following birds in the market and sold by the tllou
sands: Humming birds, 2 cents each; tanagers, 9 cents each; 
and orioles, any one of which is worth a hundred dollars to the 
American farmer, 6 cents each. Is it probable that a trade 
which in the past has never been caught telling the truth will 
to-day liffiit its shameful occupation to the purchase of Euro
pean orioles and tanagers only? The fact of the matter is that 
this trade is world-wide. It buys every bird that is brought 
to it and which. it can resell at a profit. 

It ha~ left behind it a trail of savage cruelty and civilized 
greed and cunning, and nothing whatever to commend it except 
the blood money it has collected from ignorant women. I say 
ignorant women, Mr. President, because no woman worthy of 
the name will encourage this trade once she understands her 
responsibility for it. 

It is said that protests against the House proviso have been 
received from Germany. Let me call the attention of the Senate 
to tile fact that for many years Germany, by imperial act, has 
strictly prohibited the killing of the useful and beautiful birds 
within her own borders. Upon what ground and with what 
grace do the German merchants ask us to find a market ·for 
their contraband goods? 

I want to call the attention of the Senate to the fact th:it the 
German Nation was the pioneer in the matter of effective bird 
protection. In 1868 the German farmers and foresters, after 
their twenty-sixth general assembly, appealed to the Austl ian 
and Hungarian foreign minister, begging him to use bis influ
ence to persuade both Austria and Hungary to join them in their 
efforts to protect the birds "Valuable to agriculture and forH'try. 

The Germans from their earliest history ha...-e been ali"\"'e to 
the value of birds, and in later years have been most persirtent 
in their determination to protect their own birds. The Emperor 
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Frederick II was known as the "Crown Fowler "-1215- and 
wrote a book on birds which is said to have been remarkable in 
its day. In 1777 Lippe Detwold issued a decree protecting 
birds. In Sax-Coburg birds were protected by d~cree in 1809. 
In 1837 the Grand Duke of Hesse forbade the slaughter and sale 
of birds useful to agriculture, and provided for the protection 
of nests and broods. 

It was upon the initiative of the German farmers and fotest
ers that the first ornithological congresses were held, which 
finally resulted in united action on the part of the nations of 
Europe. 

In 1908 11 European nations-Austria, Germany, Belgium, 
Spain, France, Greece, Monaco, Portugal, Sweden and Norway, 
Switzerland and Luxemburg-ratified a joint treaty for the 
protection of birds. 

As Jong as the German Government punishes with I!EUVY 
penalties the killing of her own birds, I do not believe that the 
United States h·espasses upon international comity or courtesy 
when she declines to buy contraband birds or their plumage. 

It is said that this proviso will encourage the destruction of 
American birds; that the demands of the trade will be so 
strong when the importations ara shut out that it will compel a 
raid upon American birds. 

Mr. President, Dr. Field, the :Massachusetts game commis
sioner, testified before the congressional committee that he had 
within a few years prosecuted over 75 milliners for selling the 
})Jumage of native birds in Massachusetts, and in every in
stance the defendant claimed that he could not tell the native 
from the foreign plumage when it was received from the deal
ers. It was found in the trial of these cases that all manner 
of beautiful American birds were killed and their plULlage sent 
to Berlin or London or Paris, and there mounted and returned 
to this country as foreign plumage. How easy, under these cir
cumstances. for the traders who appeared before the Fhrnnce 
Committee to swear that they never deal in American birds. 
And how clear it is that only by the strictest guard over our 
imports can we prevent the cunning dealers from stealing our 
birds md selling them back to us as foreign birds. 

It is contended by the trade that the enactment of this law 
will throw those now engaged in it out of employment-the 
same claim that was made and abandoned in London because 
entirely without foundation. 

The savages who do the killing will hardly excite our sym
pathy. As for the milliners, there is ample proof that the trade 
will be quickly di\•erted to artificial lines, which will multiply 
manyfold the labor now required to mount the natural plumes. 

I have in my office a few samples of what is·now being done 
in the line of artificial plumes made of the feathers of domestic 
fowls, also a few samples illustrating what can be done with 
the ostrich plumes, which I shall be glad to show to any Sen
ator who feels interested. 

It was declnred by the trade when New York passed its law 
prohibiting the sale of imported plumage resembling that of 
native birds those 20,000 people would be thrown ont of em
ployment. The trade was forced to admit later on that nothing 
of the kind had happened. 

Right here I want to cull attention to an amendment which 
was offered as a compromise and which permits the importation 
of the plumage from game and noxious, or pestiferous birds. 
I will say with regard to this amendment that it opens the 
door so. wide that the trade will go on precisely as before. The 
only way to protect our birds is to stop the sale of their plumage 
as such. As long as you permit the sale of plumage the birds 
will be killed for their feathers alone. 

The plea that the feathers of game birds should be admitted 
is easily answered. Game birds are and will be imported with 
their feathers on. and this law will in no way affect the trade 
in game birds. Where the plumage of game birds is imported, 
it is taken in the nesting season and the bodies of the birds are 
thrown away. 

The tons of ptarmigan wings -recently imported from Russia 
meant the slaughter of tens of thousands of game birds in the 
spring for their wings only. 

It is very clear to those who meet this question fairly that the 
way to protect the birds is to stop the sale of their plumage. 
As long as birds' feathers are worth their weight in gold th~ 
birds who happen to produce them will be hunted to the utter 
most parts of the earth. Nearly all of the civilized nations 
prohibit the killing of plumage and insectivorous birds. But 
there is still a vast field unguarded, where the bi.id pirate can 
ply his trade, and will ply his trade as long as the highly 
civilized nations furnish a market for his victims. If the 
people of the civilized nations have at last been aroused to the 
great economic value of the birds of the world and the need 
of immediate and strict protection . to prevent their extermina
tion they must stop the trade in plumage, except such as can 

be provided by the ostrich and domesticated birds, or their 
efforts to protect will be in vain. 

Now, let us look at the precise situation in so far as it affects 
the United States to-day. Less than a year ago Congress by 
law prohibited the killing of the migratory song and !..nsectirnr
ous birds at any and all seasons of the year, and the plmnage 
birds are included in this list. Under the spirit and letter of 
this law we are particeps criminis. We are receiving stolen 
goods if we permit the trade in contraband plumage to continue. 

Again, and still" more to the point, many of the States of the 
Union-New York, l\Iassachusetts, Pennsylrnnia, Louisiana, 
Ohio, Colorado, Oregon, Washingon, South Dakota, l\Iissouri, 
and Maryland-all prohibit the sale of the plumage of native 
birds, and in New York, New Jersey, and Pennsylvania tbe 
plumage of all birds resembling the native birds is outlawed 
and can not be sold. I assume that this situation will appeal 
strongly to the Senators who represent States where plumage 
is now contraband. What is there in this trade that should 
tempt any Senator to encourage and inv-Ue violations of the 
laws of his own State? It was found in Massachusetts that the 
trade at once took adva:r:tage of the opportunity to sell there 
great quantities of native plumage slightly manipulatec to re
semble the plumage of similar birds killed in foreign countries. 1 

Again, Mr. President, this Senate passed a resolution at this ' 
very session inviting the President to negotiate conventions with 
foreign nations for the protection of birds. Not our birds; not ' 
game birds; not migratory birds; not song or insectivorous or 
plumage birds; but birds, the avi fauna of the world. 

The adoption of that resolution by this Senate committed 
this Senate to secure, if possible, an intelligent world purpose 
and agreement to save the useful birds whenever and wherever 
they need saving. The President of the United States and the 
Secretary of State have both assured me that they will give 
their best endeavor to this request of the Senate, as they are 
both in hearty sympathy with its purpose. 

The House of Representatives has come to the aid of the 
Senate by passing the wise and timely proviso which is now 
under discussion. I may be pardoned for insisting that the 
Senate can not now honorably or wisely decline to follow where · 
it has already pointed the way by solemn resolution. How can ' 
we appeal to other nations to save our birds if we now right-' 
about face and deliberately legalize the killing of their birds 
by protecting the market of the bird destroyers? 

The trade now suggests that a commission be appointed to 
take this whole matter into consideration in order that some 
wise compromise and concert of acflon may be reached. For 30 
years this shameful and cruel traffic has perpetuated itself by_ 
fraud and subterfuge and crime in the guise of compromise, 
always asking for more time, always keeping its neck out of the 
halter by playing the caprice and greed of one nntion oyer and 
against the caprice and greed of other nations, always protest- ' 
ing its innocence and always found guilty when h·ied. I hope, 
sir, that its day in this court is over and that it will be told to 
divert its activities into respectable channels. It alway asks ' 
for more time-it bas already had too much time. One or two 
years more means destruction for the birds, and one or two more: 
years of anxiety and suspense and expense for the friends of 
the birds. This fight has been a voluntary one. and it has been 
a Jong fight and most discouraging at times. Since I haYe been 
brought in contact with those who have conducted it I hav~ been 
deeply impressed with their courage and unselfish devotion to 
their cause. 

I can not close this feeble and incomplete apr;eal to the Senate 
in their behalf without expressing my belief that the people of 
thls country are under great and lasting obligation to the 
naturalists who have at last succeeded in bringing public opin
ion to their support. The ornithologists are enthusiasts: they 
are as fearless and suspicious us crusaders. Their experience 
with lawmakers for 50 years has made them so. If the birds 
are saved, it will be due to the ornithologists and Auclubon 1 

societies of this country who have pounded the indifferent legls~ 
1ator night and day until he has finally opened his eyes to a 
duty which has been fearfully neglected. 

If any Senator will read the recent pubUcations of Dr. 
Hornaday or Dr. Forbush, two of the great living nnthorit!es 
upon birds and their value to agriculture and the way these 
birds have been treated by the trade, he will get some idea of 
the servic~ the bird lovers ha >e rendered to society. I nm 
informed that both of these men appeared before the Finance 
Committee or sent briefs to that committee for their con· 
sideratlon. 

When the migratory-bird bill was under consideration Inst 
year Dr. Hornaday sent to each Senator a copy of his latest 
work, Our Vanishing Wild Life. If any Senator desires to know 
the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth about thls 
matter, I advise him to read this book. 
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l\Ir. Sl\IITH of Georgia. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Connecticut 

yield to the Senator from Georgia? 
l\lr. McLEAN. I do. 
l\.fr. SMITH of Georgia. I should like to ask the Senator 

from Connecticut if he has read an article sent out by this same 
gentleman in reference to the Finance Committee and the sub
collllllittec of that cowmiftee? I want to say for myself that, 
if he is no more truthful in his other publications than he was 
in that, the article was so utterly false, I would not care to 
read anything he wrote. 

Mr. McLEAN. I was not aware that the doctor had made 
false statements to the committee. 

Mr. SJUITII of Georgia. Not to the committee, but he issued 
a circular tlrnt was utterly false. · 

l\lr. McLEAN. If so the doctor was misinformed. He is an 
enthusiast, as I have said. 

Mr. Sl\lITH of Georgia. I think that is true. 
Mr. 1\lcLEAN. They are zealous men, these ornitllologists; 

they have fought for the birds for many years; and they ha-ve 
bad very little encouragement from lawmakers. Now they 
think they see victory for their cause, and they do not take 
this action kindly. The Senate of the United States, after 
having solemnly requested the President to negotiate conven
tions with other nations for the protection of useful birds, 
should oe consistent and not right about face in the manner 
now threatened. 

Mr. S::\UTII of Georgia. If the Senator will yield to me for 
just a moment with reference to this matter, I desire to state 
that that was no excuse for sending out such a publication. I 
only want to say with reference to it, if the Senator will yield 
to me for a moment, that I believe that the Senator is right, 
that the doctor is really such an enthusiast on this subject that 
his zeal led him to act without proper reflection. I really be
lieve his purposes were good, although his statements about the 
subcommittee were so inexcusable that, if we were disposed to 
take offense, we certainly would have been justified in doing so. 

l\Ir. l\fcLEAN. I hope the Senator will be as considerate as 
possible, for I am quite sure that the doctor would not inten
tionally make a misstatement. He is intensely in earnest in this 
matter and justly suspicious of the plumage trade. 

l\fr. Pearson, secretary of the National Assodation of Audu
bon Societies, appeared before the Committee on Finance. Oth
ers who are deeply interested in this subject are Mr. Henry 
Oldys, the well-known ornithologist and lecturer; l\fr. Joseph 
Grinnell, of tbe California Academy of Sciences; l\fr. Casper 
Whitney, editor of the Outdoor World; ~lr. Warren H. Miller, 
editor of Field and Stream; Mr. Walter Stone, president of the 
Pennsylvania Audubon Society; l\Ir. John H. Wallace, c-0mmis
sioner of game and fish of tbe State of Alabama and a loyal 
friend of the ornithologists; Mr. Ernest Napier, president of 
the New Jersey State Game Commission; Mr. W. P. Taylor, 
ornithologist of Berkeley, Cal.; May Riley Smith, chairman 
bird protection committee of the General Federation of Women's 
Clubs; Katherine H. Stuart, chairman bird department Virginia 
Federation of Women's Clubs; 1\Ir. Albert H. Pratt, president 
of the John Burroughs ·Nature Club; 1\Ir. William F. Bade, 
president of the California Associated Societies for the Con
servation of Wild Life. 

might continue this list indefinitely. There is hardly a 
town or village in the country that does not have its Audubon 
society preaching the gospel of bird conservation, all due to the 
untiring zeal of the ornithologists who, after years of con
scientious and increasing appeal, have lifted the insectivorous 
birds to their true position in the economies of nature. 

l\Jy interest in this matter arose from my observation of the 
rapid decrease in the game birds of this country, and it was in 
my study of the game birds and my desire to save them that 
I found the real source and strength of the bird-protection 
movement. The game clubs sound well, but they are organized 
to kill as well as protect. The Audubon societies are organized 
to save. The ornithologists have at last rallied the people of 
this country to their support, and my hope is that the Congress 
of the United States, having once taken , up their cause, will 
continue steadfast. Let us stop the killing now, and if, as the 
trade claims. the birds will increase in such numbers as to be a 
burden we can, when that time comes, appoint a commission 
to look into the matter, and, if they are to be killed, let it be 
done by some other metllod than slow starvation in the nesting 
season. · 

When the migratory-bird bill was under consideration I called 
the attention of the Senate to the fact that all of the civilized 
nations are now alive to the great economic value of the insectiv
orous birds, and it is now well known that the birds which are 

killed for their plumage are counted among those which are 
valuable to agriculture. 

I ha-ve also endeavored to impress upon the Senate the fact 
that for humanitarian reasons the cruel and inhuman metllods 
of the bird destroyers should be stopped at once. I ba ,.e not 
touched personally upon the ethics inrnlved in this C]Uestiou, out 
it is now and always has been my belief that sentiment has 
done more for civilization than money, and when the money is 
tainted, as that in the plumage trade is tainted, wHh unspe:ikable 
cruelty if not crime, I am sure every Member of this great body 
will find excuses if not admiration and approval for the senti
ment which cries out against this butchery and the fashion 
which sustains it. And, furthermore, these considerations are 
all outside the intense pleasure and profit many people find in 
the companionship and study of birds. l\fr. President, I could 
"tote to save the birds for their beauty alone. It may be a weak
ness, sir, but when _ tbe birds fail to come to my door in the 
spring you can have the door and the spring, too, for neither of 
tbem will interest me. It may be thought by some that the sub
ject is a trivial one and that it ought not to be interjected into 
the United States Senate when so many matters of vital impor
tance are pressing for consideration. lly excuses for pleading 
the cause of the birds are two. First, I want their case tried 
and justice done to them for their own sake; second, I want 
the birds saved before we as a great people learn by experience 
that the birds are more vital to our comfort and happiness than 
we are to theirs. 

I sincerely hope that my friends upon tbe other side of this 
Chamber will not insist upon making this a party question. 
They will find little support for the proposition that the salva
tfon of the Democratic Party calls for the destruction of the 
birds. 
· We have been called a commercial people by our neighbors 
ncross tlle water; we ha-ve been told a great many times that 
our high ideals are easily lowered in the presence of easy money 
or real estate. We are quite sure that our neighbors barn been 
overjealous and overzealous in their criticisms of American cul
ture and "motive, but if now with our eyes open we delh·e1· the 
nseful and beautiful birds to the slaughter, we do it for the 
pieces of silver we are offered in e:s:cbange for their feather~. 

I sincerely bope that tbis public and complete surrendei.' to 
the commercial instinct will not be recorded in this bill, and if it 
is I sha11 be glad to see the Republican Party publicly recorded 
against it. · 

l\fr. O'GOR.MAN. 1\Iay I ask the Senator from Connecticut a 
question? 

l\Ir. McLEAN. Certainly. 
l\fr. O'GORMA.1.~. I d~ not want to anticipate his suggestion, 

but I desire to ask what amendment is the Senator inclined to 
offer to the bill as reported by the Senate committee? 

Mr. McLEAN. I will say to the Senator from New York that 
my amendment simply provides for the restoration of tile House 
proviso. 

1\Ir. O'GOR IAN. As to that I am in hearty accorj with the 
Senator from Connecticut. I am in entire sympathy with the 
views to which he has given expression. I exceedingJy re~retted 
that the Finance Committee did not see the wisdom of adhering 
to the provision as proposed by the House, and I expect, when 
this provision comes up for discussion in the .Senate, that there 
will be no substantial opposition to the provision being re
committed to the Finance Committee, witll the hope that fur
ther reflection will induce tbat committee to adhere to the pro
visions found in the House bill. 

Mr . .McLEAN. I am very glad to hear that announcement 
from the Senator from New York. 

I desire to print in the RECORD a letter written to the Washing
ton Star, quoting Sir Harry H. Johnston, who has bad many ex
periences in Africa. I read this letter, as it bears very strongly 
upon the proposition that this is an international question and 
that the heron is not as bad as he has been painted by the 
Senator from Missouri: 

[From the Washington Star.] 

HARMLESS WILD BIRDS OF GREAT USE •.ro J\!A)i"-ENGLISH WRITER .ARGUES 
FOR PRESERY.ATIO::i Oil' FOES TO TSETSE FLIES. 

[Foreign correspondence of the Star.] 
Lo:rnox, May 19, 1913. 

Sir Harry H. Johnston has written a Jetter to the Times on the 
preservation of rare, useful, beautiful, and harmless wild birds. He 
said it is tha duty and almost the obligation of Governments to deal 
with this subject intelligently and with a definite purpose--

Mr. LANE. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFI!'ICER.. Does the Senator from Con· 

necticut yield to the Senator from Oregon? 
Mr. McLEAN. CertainJy. 
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Mr. LANE. I merely desire to indorse the statement made by 
the Senator in relation to what has happened on the Pacific 
coast, and particularly in Oregon, as to our game birds, and 
what is happening to other birds which nre being destroyed for 
their plumage, which is used for millinery purposes. Where 
formerly water fowl were to be seen in countless thousands they 
are now becoming scarce, and I have no doubt that if remedial 
measuTes are not adopted every bird will be destroyed. 

In the old days we had the elk. We had them in large herds; 
bnt they 'i\ere killed for the pitiful sum of $1 apiece, which was 
deri rnd from the sale of their hides. It is wrong; we are mak
ing a mjstake in this respect, I am quite sure, and we ought to 
correct it before we go further. 

I wish, l\Ir. President, to indorse the proposed amendment of 
tile Senator from Connecticut and to say that my sympathy is 
with him in the effort which he is making for the- protection of 
birds. 

l\Ir. McLEAN. I thank the Senator from Oregon. I was 
reading a letter from Africa to the Washington Star. There is 
a great continent, whlch we hope will be returned to civili.Za
tion, a place where white men can live in comfort and pros
perity. 

l\1r. SIMMONS. Mr. President--
'l'he PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Con

necticut yield to tlie Senator fTom North Carolina? 
l\fr. McLEAN. Certainly. 
l\fr. SL\IMONS. Mr. President, I do not know what the com

mittee may do if this paragraph is recommitted to it. There 
have been EOme expressions of dissatisfaction with tha action of 
the committee in striking out a pnrt of the proviso in the House 
bill ; and, in deference to that dissatisfaction, it was the purpose 
of the committee, when tills paragraph was reached, to ask 
thnt it be sent back to the committee, in order that there might 
be further consideration and discussion; but what will be done 
about it of course I can not say, and I do not thi11K any Senator 
can now say. That, however, was not the purpose for which I 
rose. ~ 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, before the Senator pro
ceeds to another topic--

Tl!e PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Con
necticut yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. :McLEAN. CertainJy. · 
.Mr. GALLINGER. Sernral items haye already been sent buck 

to tile commHtee. I will ask the Senator from North Carolina 
if it is the purpose of the chairman to call the full commjttee 
togethei· to consider those items? I think on an item like this 
the full committee certainly ought to be called together. 

l\Ir. Sil\11\IONS. I think the matters that have been or may 
be sent back to the committee will probably be dealt with as the 
bill was originally dealt wifu. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I desire to suggest to the Senator 
who has charge of this bill thnt they will be sent back to the 
caucus, for they have been reported after caucus action. 

l\Ir. SIMMONS. Undoubtedly, after the committee has ncted. 
fol1owing out the policy we haYe pursued with reference to 
the bill, the Democratic caucus would act upon the items. I 
do not think that anyone can speak now for either the com
mittee or the caucus; but, as I said, that was not the purpose 
for whlch I rose . . 

Mr. McLEAN. I am very glad to hear the announcement of 
the Sena tor. 

~lr. SIM.MONS. It has been our purpose, in deference, as I 
said. to some little expressions of dissatisfaction, to pass this 
paragraph when it should be reached, and have it go back to 
the committee for further consideration. 

l\Ir. :McLEAN. I will express the hope that the committee 
and the caucus, upon reconsidering this matter, will vote to 
restore the House provision. 

Mr. Sl\IITH of Georgia. I desire to ask that the paragraph 
relating ti1 feathers may not be acted upon until it is regularly 
rencbecl, because when it is regularly reached I wish to present 
some of the reasons which, I think, justified the Finance Com
mittee in its action. In doing so I wish to say that I shull do 
so from the standpoint of one just as-much interested as anyone 
else in birds nnd their protection, and with a record, perhaps, 
of almost as much accomplishment in that line so fat• as my 
own State is concerned, as anyone has accomplished in his 
State. 

Mr. SL\11\fONS. Mr. President--
Mr. McLEAN. If the Senator from North Carolina will 

allow rue, I had nbout finished when I called the attention of the 
Senate to this collllllunication. 

l\1r. SI.UMONS. There are some questions tlmt I wish to 
ask the Senator, but, of com·se, if the Senator prefers I will 
wait. 

Mr. McLEAN. No; if they refer to this matter, I shn.11 be 
very glad to yield. 

Mr. SIMMONS. They do refer to this matter. 
The Senator has discussed egrets. Of course tha Senator 

knows that the importation of egrets is prohibited under the 
bill. Then, I understand the Senator's main !.lUFpose is to pro
tect American migratory birds? 

l\fr. McLEAN. It is an important purpose, but my interest in 
this matter is largely brought about by the fact that the UnHeu 
States must take this step of protecting our own migratory birds 
as ~ar as we can by preventing these importations, thus r1anng 
the way for consistent action in our endeaYor to secure the 
cooperation of the nations of the world in .. n international 
agreement for the protection of all useful birds. 

Mr. SI MMONS. I did not desire to enter into an; discussion 
of the matter. I simply wished to get the Senntor's point of 
view, and to ascertain whether the Senator wished us to under
take t o protect all foreign birds without any reference to 
whether or not they are American migratory birds. 

~fr. McLEAN. Certainly, if they are useful birds. It they 
are useful wild birds or plumage birds, I certainly should insist 
that it is our duty, having taken this step, to set foreign nations 
an example which we hope they will follow, in London and in 
Berlin and in Paris. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Has the Senator in mind any law passed by 
any foreign Government undertaking to protect the birO.s of 
other countries? I know the Senator has referred to some 
negotiations and conventions, but has any foreign Government 
ever passed a law along that line? 

Mr. McLEAN. Australia proI:µbits the exportation of plum
age; India does the same thinfr; and all the English colonies 
have memorialized the British Government to prohibit the intro
duction into London ol their plurilag€ birds. 

Mr. SIMMONS. But bas any Government up to thjs time 
passed any law prohibiting the importation of the plumage of 
foreign birds? 

Mr. McLEAN. I do not know that any nation has gone far
ther than the English Government. A bill to that effect has 
passed the House of Lords-

.Mr. SIMMONS. Would it be possible for the Senator-not 
t o-day, but for the use oi· the committee later-to specify the 
American migratory birds that he thinks we ought to protect? 

Mr. McLEAN. I thfak it would be very difficult, owing to 
the experience whlch has been had in the States of the Union 
where the plumage is now conh·aband, as jn l\fassacbusetts. By 
slight maillpulation of the native birds they have been made to 
resemble foreign birds, and have been sent back here and put 
into the trade; and when prosecutions have been brought the 
milliners have invariably set up the defense that they supposed 
they were buying foreign birds. The only way to protect a 
bird is to prevent its slaughter, and you can not do that unless 
you cut off the market for the plumage. 
· To return to .Africa and Sir Harry Johnson's letter. Mr. 
Johnson goes on to state his experience in Africa, which I 
trunk is very interesting at this time, because it points to the 
real importance of tills subject. As an international duty, 
I am proud of the fact that the United States, after years of 
neglect, has finally taken a position where she may be a leader 
in this great service to humanity as well as to the birds. . r . 
Johnson continues : 

Among the hundred and one reasons I have adduced for the protectlon 
ol birds, especially in tbe Tropics. was tbe fact that many species 
in Afl'ica fed on the tsetse flies. They are, in fact. in common with 
certain reptiles, the only effective enemies of the tsetse fly. I had 
noticed personally, fI-om 1883 onward, a continually increasing destruc
tion of certain birds in west and west-central Africa which fe~d on 
the tsetse fly among other items in their diet. 

NOTED AS COINCIDENCN. 

Coincidentally during tills period there has seemed to· be a decided 
Increase of tsetse tlie~ in the coast regions of we t Africa and in the 
Kongo Basin. At the same time tryp:rnosomatous diseases, conveyed by 
this genus (glossina), have greatly extended their ravages. It is per· 
missil>le to assume therefore, as sevet·al French wt·iters on wes t Africa 
have assumed. and as the late George Grenfell was beginning to assume 
in his diaries. that there is Gome connection between the destruction 
of white herons, rollers, bee eaters, shrikes, guinea fowl-the guinea 
fowl scratch up the larvre of the tsetse an<l probably eat them in that 
stage-and other birds. and the apparent increase of the tsetse in 
uninhabited places and the consequent spread of sleeping ~ickness. 

SACRIFICE IS IlAR~lFUL. 

I have personally noted the eating of tsetse flies by almost all the 
species mentioned. I do not pretend that they do not devour all other 
files that come in their way, but I do Eay that the destruction of the 
egrets an<t smaller berons, of rollers. bee eatel's. etc .. does remove one 
of the few means we have of checking the increase of the tsetse. 

Of course tbe tsetse question is onJy one among a hundred other 
reasons fot· putting a stop forever to the destrnction of birds merely 
or mainly for the ignoble purpose of using thefr plumage for the 
adol'Dment of the human person There are quJte sufficient avenues 
a loni"' which the legitimate trade in feathers can be fed without brlnging 
one ovely, remarkable, ot valuable bird species to extinction or the 
verge of extinction. 
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Mr. WILLIA....'1S. l\fr. President, I hope now we _may go on 

with the reading ·of the bill. 
I desire to say to the Senate that I hope as far as 'Possible 

hereafter we will let the paragraphs and the discussion aceo1·d 
with one another. If a paragraph is away at the back of the 
bill, it seems to me it would be better to let it wait 1llltil we 
get to it, and meanwhile it may diBpose of itself, as possibly 
may be the case with this particular -para.graph. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I have so much genuine regard 
fo1· the Senator from Connecticut, who has just spoken, that I 
am almost forcoo to respect his opinions. But it seems to me 
we are following a curious line of reasoning upon this bill. Ji: 
is rather -strange that the business of the country should be 
halted at this time to give serious consideraticn to the prohibi
tion of the importation of feathers because of an overstrained, 
not to say maudlin, sympathy for birds born and reared thou
sands of miles from our coast. 

The business of the United States awaits the passage of 
this tariff bill. All men, whether they be protectionists, free 
traders, or tariff reformers, understand that the sooner this 
great question is settled and the counb.·y knows exactly what 
the tariff rates are to be the sooner can business a.djust itself 
to the new conditions and proceed to do business. There is 
not a wholesale merchant in the United States, not an importer 
of goods, not a manufacturer, not a producer 0-f raw materials 
who does not find the market more or less interfered with 
because of the fact that this bill necessarily involves changes 
in commercial transactions. Until the bill is passed trade can 
not go on in its usual and vigorous course. 

With that situation before us we sto~ to ,discuss the question 
of humming birds and herons. We pause here solemnly to 
dilate upon fanciful outrages alleged to tie, or to have been at 
some time, perpetrated upon feathered tribes that a1·e bom and 
die in remote places of the ea1·th far from the haunts of civili
zation and the eyes of men, and thousands of miles from our 
shores. 

Mr. President, one day I passed along the street of a city 
and witnessed a sight I shall never forget. Standing 1n the 
display window of a business building then occupied by some 
kind of a chea:p show was a tiny girl, not more than 5 or 6 
years of age-a beautiful child, with grea:t, Innocent e-yes and 
delicate features just then distorted by mingled loathing and 
fear. Around this _baby's .neck were wrapped five or-six venom
ous rattlesnakes in direct contact with her white, tender, velvety 
skin. The child was there to attract the attention of the 
passers-by to the show. I saw a policeman gaze at the fearful 
spectacle in stolid indifference, and then I saw him suddenly 
rush into the street and arrest a man for driving a horse that 
was drawing a load that appeared to be a trifle heavy. Nobody 
paid any attention to the child. No one lifted a hand to protect 
the baby from the infamous outrage pei·petrated upon its inno
cence and its helplessness by the heartless cupidity of some 
roonstei· who held it in his power. 

I have often thought of that scene and of how well it char
acterizes our course throughout this life. Indifference to human 
kind and tender solicitude for the brute creation is not new to 
our boasted civilization. Why, 1n ancient Egypt the crocodile 
was protected by the sacred and secular law. So highly was 1t 
regarded that in their ignorance and superstition mothers 
would ravish suckling babes from their breasts and feed them 
to the scaly monster. There were men then who could lift 
up their voices and speak for the denizens of the river in ac
cents so tender as to not only evoke sympathy for the crocodile 
but also to convince the mother that it was a religious duty to 
sacrifice her offspring to satisfy its appetite for flesh. These 
same teachers entirely forgot the mother in her ignorance and 
the child in its helplessness. · 
. In Turkey they have a system of protecting animals. Oats 

and· dogs are sacred in Turkey. From the time they come into 
the world blind and filling the air with annoying mewings and 
whinings they a.re under the protection not only of the State but 
of the church. No man dare lift a foot to kick a mangy cur 
from his house over in Turkey. The dog and .the cat are a.like 
immune from harm. But over in Turkey they make slaves of 
their women. Over in Turkey they perpetrate inhuman outrages 
upon human . beings. Over in Turkey they make charnel 
houses and i;laughter pens in which the men and women God 
Almighty made are sent to ignominious and cruel death. 

Sir, I have beard this "bird discussion" going on from time 
to time in the Senate fo1· the past six months, and have seen the 
business of the country halted. I have witnessed the immense 
interest that can be created over birds. I have more than once 
wondered why we do not stop sometimes to talk about the tens 
of thousands of people 1n this country who live along the edge 
of want; why we do not stop sometimes to devise l~glslatlon 

that will ::prot-ect the pauper child from the ll.-0r11ble conditions 
in which it is ·r-ea:red; why we do not take a little ·time .away 
frem the songster of the field to think of the songster of the 
cradle; why we do not pause to contemplate the starving mother 
who bends over her famishing ·babe; why we do not gi~e some 
thought to the children :now being reared in ignorance and 
misery to lives of vice and crime. 

Mr. President, I think we would be performing a higher task 
for our country if we were c0nsidering laws for the prote.ction 
of human beings than we are in discussing legislation for the 
protection of birds. But since that question is thrust in he.re, 
and we are called upon to discuss it, I desire to .say, first, 
that there is a very practical side to this question. We can not 
tell just how much revenue is to be derived from the feathers 
of the particular birds referred to in the .amendment now being 
deb.a.ted, but there was last year derived from feathers, eithei· 
dressed or undressed, $1,820.000. It is proposed to abolish that 
tax, which is a tax upon luxury, and impose it upon industi::y. 
It is proposed to wipe out that tax, which is a tax upon luxury 
pure and simple, and to put it upon the necessities of life. 
It is proposed to take that tax from those who .can afford to pay 
it and impose equivalent burdens, which, in large measure, must 
fall upon those who are already staggering ben.ea.th too gr~at a 
load. 

There is not a woman who wears an a.igret upon her bonnet, 
there is not a woman wno buys an imported feather, but is buy
ing something she could do without. Jmported feathers are 
not necessities, they are luxuries. The proposition is to transfer 
a tax of ·$1,820,000 from 1uxuries and put it upon necessities. 

When you come to that proposition, .I have mo.re sympathy 
with the human beings who must pay the $1,820,000 upon their 
necessities than I have for i:he long-legged, ungainly, useless, 
and altogether homely bird from which aigrets are obtained. 

Of course we can work up a lot of maudlin sympathy in talk
ing about the wrongs and outrages-ef birds. We can picture the 
mother bird hovering over her nest, with her fledglings there 
looking up to her for food, we can depict the cruel monster who 
comes along and ratisnes the bird of 1ts life, and 1eaves the poor, 
innocent offspring to die, and we can get ourselves into a very 
frenzy of sympathy for the birds. But, Mr. President, that kind 
of sympathetic twaddle need not be limited to birds. There is 
not a single animal in all this world you can not ere.ate sym
pathy for by the same kirid of argument. Witness the domestic 
calf. The mother cow has been taught to look to her master 
for :friendly protection. She comes confidently into the corral 
at night; she generouSly yields him her milk for the sustenance 
of himself and his family; she brings forth a little innocent 
calf, that plays and gambols and looks at him from the unsus
pecting depths of mild eyes; that licks his hand and rubs its 
head against him ; that follows him about in complete reliance 
and calf-like friendship. One day the monster man seizes the 
confiding, helpless creature, beats out its brains with a bludgeon, 
cuts its throat with a cruel knife, and with bloody hands tears 
the skin from the quivering flesh, cooks the meat, and with 
canmoal ferocity devours it and feeds it to bis children. 

Thus, we can easily work ourselves into a frenzy aver the com
mon barn-yard calf. Why, sir, I can make a speech upon the 
wrongs of a slaughtered calf that will appear a classic in 
comparison with the panegyric which has just been deli-rered 
upon the awkward, ungainly, long-legged swamp birds of South 
America from which we get aigrets. 

Thus, we may rave over the calf and count his wrongs and 
fill our eyes with sympathetic drops, but just the same we con
tinue to ordei· our veal chops and breakfast on calf's livei:. 

However, some one replies, the calf is used for food, and 
therefore its slaughter is _justifiable. Mr. President, that may 
be all right for us, but how about the ca.If? When a calf is 
led out to slaughter the knowledge that it will soon fill a human 
stomach can not assuage its dying agonies. If thll.t knowledge 
can rob death oj its terrors, I might reply with equal force that 
the swainp herons' affilctions are doubtless solaced by the 
thought that it is only a miserable, homely creature, of no use 
on earth except for one feather, and that its departing agonies 
must be alleviated by the knowledge that that feather will soon 
go to glorify and adorn my lady's bonnet. 

If it is wrong to kill animals for one purpose it is for. an
other. If it is wicked to kill them to put them on our backs 
it is equally reprehensible to kill them to put them into our 
stomachB. But if they may justly be ldlled when they serve a 
useful purpose, if that is what God made them for when he 
created the earth and the fullness thereof, then the animal must 
give way to the necessities .and delights of man. 

If you are not going to adopt that theory, Mr. President, we 
have no right to kill a single animal except in self-defense; 
nelther have we the right to enslave an animat If we have 
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the right to kill an animal for meat we ba:rn an equal · r ight 
to kill a bird for its skin or its feathers. It is all a part of the 
same harsh philosophy of terrestrial life. Man stands at the 
apex of the pyramid and all beneath him must contribute to 
bis welfare and comfort. It may be hard on the animal, but it 
is the economy of nature established by God Almighty. 

.Mr. Pre ident, let us see: Here is a thing of beauty. That 
which is beautiful is of utility, for it contributes to the delights 
of li"dng, to elegance, refinement, and the cultivation of the 
artistic nature of the race. I do not know that I can specially 
describe the beauty of an aigret or the beauty of any plume upon 
a woman's hat, but I do know that the women understand what 
pleases the eye, and that they have chosen these articles of 
adornment through all the ages, since and before civilization 
brought reformers and sentimentalists. I take it feathers con
tribute to the satisfaction of the ladies. It follows, of course, 
that they must add to the pleasure of the men. So here are these 
birds, from which the aigrets are procured, that are hatched 
and live and die in the almost inaccessible · swamps of South 
.America, and we are told that it is wicked to kill them for their 
feathers. But the same gentlemen declare it is all right to kill 
the wild duck for its meat. I say that sort of logic is mere rot. 
If it is right to kill the birds for one purpose it is for the other. 

I come now to the question of protecting birds, because birds 
haYe a utility. I belieYe birds in our own counh·y do have a 
real Yalue. Their gay plumage and their sweet song contribute 
to the delights of the eye and to the pleasures of the ear, be
sides they serrn another utilitarian end, namely, the destruction 
of insects. But when you say to the people of the United 
States, you can not buy the feathers of birds that were born 
in foreign lands, that were brought here from the heart of 
Africa or South America, or the remote islands of the sea, 
you thus say to the people of this country who are handling 
feathers, you must slaughter and kill tlle home birds. And 
they will slaughter and kill the home bir<l.s. Just as the 
tariff upon lumber tended to the destruction of the American 
forests ancl the preserrntion of the Canadian forests, so wi11 
this tend to the destruction of the American bird and the pres
er>ati011 of the foreign bird. 

Why. sir, as you approach the Canadian line you find on this 
side of it a waste of land co>ered with stumpage and under
growth and on tlie other si<l.e the towering pines lifting 
their magnificent beads in grandeur and sublimity towarcl 
the skies, as they did before the sound of the ax resounded 
through the primernl forest. But on this side of the line the 
monarchs of the woods are gone. Why? Because we taxed 
the lumber when it came in, and thus we put a premium on the 
tlestruction of our own forests. 

The amendment that is proposed to ihe bill ought to be en
titled "An amendment to encourage the slaughter of American 
birds and to protect the birds of foreign countries." I am op
posed to that kind of legislation. I insist that this re>enue 
which now springs from ornaments, from luxuries that people 
cau do without and that only tho~ people pay who can afford to 
pay-that this reyenue which comes chiefly from the pockets 
of the wealthy and is laid absolutely upon a luxury shall con
tiuue to be laid upon that luxury and not be taken from it and 
put upon the blankets of poor people-upon the woolen cloths 
and cotton fabrics that are worn by the man and the woman who 
toil from moming until night, who grind in the mills of labor 
and who walk in the paths of adversity. · 

. I haYe nothing again~t the bird, but I ha.Te more interest in 
human beings. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (l\.Ir. Ilom~soN in the chair). 
The reading of the bill will proceed. 

Mr. JO~\ES Mr. President, I should like to return to para
graph 212 to offer an amendment. It will take probably just a 
few minutes to dispose of it. 

i\Ir. WILLIA~1S. I think that paragraph was passed upon, 
and it is out of order to go back to it now. 

l\fr. JONES. I understand that we can go back to any para
graph. 

~r. WILLIA~JS. Very well; but I hope Senators will keep 
trn ce of the bill and that when we get through with a paragraph 
we will be through with it hereafter. I shall not make any 
point against it. 

i\lr. WARREN. 1\'as the paragraph passed oyer? 
Mr. JO:NES. Not paragraph 212. 
l\fr. W.ATIIlEN. I think it was tbe general understandirfg, 

and it was consenteu to on the other side, that we could turn 
b~rk to :111y pnrag-raph. 

.Mr. \YILLIA)JS. The under t:mding "-ns thnt ·the amend
ments of the committee shoulu l>e cousi<1ered wllen we reached 
a paragraph, and then we would conshler any other amend-

ment, and unless it was passed o\er by unanimous consent it 
could not be returned to as in Committee of the Whole. 

l\ir. WARREN. That was not the understanding. 
l\ir. WILLIAMS. But I am not making the point. I mere1y 

hope that hereafter Senator°' will keep up with the paragraphs 
as we get to them, and then if a Senator wants to ha...-e a para
graph passed over we shall pursue the coursa we ha.Te been 
pursuing and have it pas ed over. Then all Senators will know 
that it will be returned to. 

Mr. WARREN. I agree with the Senator that we should 
pursue that course as far as possible, but I remember the re
ply of the chairman of the committee, when I interrogated 
him, that these items could be turned back to at any time be
fore finishing the bill. Such a course is necessary, and must 
be followed as agreed upon. 

l\fr. WILLIAMS. I understood the chairman of the com
mittee to agree with the Senator that any p:iragrnph could be 
returned to later, but that that question was to be snh.mitted 
to the Senate when we got to it, before we passed from the con
sideration of the paragraph. 

l\Ir. JONES. I ha.Ye the understanding that the Senator from 
Wyoming has expressed. I did not desire to tnke up the time of 
the Senate yesterday in delaying the bill to ask that the para
graph be p:-issed o...-er. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER The Secretary will .reb.d tlie 
paragraph. 

The Secretary read the pnragrnph, as follows: 
212. Hops, 16 cents per pound; hop exh'act and lupulin, 50 per cent 

ad valorem. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator 

from Washington will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. At the end of tlte paragraph insert the fol

lowing proviso: 
P ,.oi:irled, That all bops when imported shall have tbe name of tb~ 

packer or grower anrl. beneath the same. the name of the country and 
the pal"ticnlar hon disti-ict whe1·ein tbe bops were grown and the year 
of PJ"Oduction of the hops indelibly stamped or brnnded npon each con
tainer. and in a place tbat shall not be covereil thereafter. except h:V 
outside containers marked the same as tbe inside container : P roridP1Z 
further, Tbat all boo extract and luoulin when imported shall b avP 
the name of the packer or grower and. beneath the same. the name of 
tbe country and particular bop district wherein were grown the bops 
from which the bop extract or lupulin were extracted and the vear or 
production of the hops indelibly stamoed or branded unon each con
tainP.r. r_:id in a place that shall not be covered there fter. except by 
outside containers marked tbe same as the inside containers. 

l\Ir. JONES. l\Ir. President, I desire to congratulate tbe com
mittee upon retaining a sufficient amount of duty upon thiR one 
agricultural product and to call attention to the fact tllnt the 
amendment which I baTe proposed does not propose an increase 
of the duty. t. ut proposes marks and designations for the pre
yention of fraud. 

The amendment I haYe proposed is •ery similar to other pro
nsions in the bill of which the committee ha-re approYed. For 
instance, in paragraph 123, in reference to "table. butcher. 
carving, cooks', and so forth, knives," they h aYe pro1i<led that 
these articles when imported shall ha...-e the name of the maker 
or purchaser. and beneath the same the name of the country 
of origin indelibly stamped or branded thereon. Then, in para
grap11 163, there is a similar pro>ision in refel·ence to watches 
and watch movements. The similar pro1ision is. I suppo e, for 
the purpose of assuring the purchaser that be is getting what 
he desires and what he thinks he is getting. There is a ~rent 
deal of complaint with reference to hops that are imported 
being mixed and being sold for what they nre :o.ot . 

I have a letter from the Agricultural Department in refer
ence to the matter. I wrote to them and a ked them for any 
information they could give me with regartl. to the necessity for 
an amendment of this character, becau e it had been called to 
my attention that bops were mixed and imported here as a cer
tain kind of hops when they were not that sort of hop . There 
are different kinds of hops and of different qunlity. Some are 
more desirable than others, and they command a higher price 
and are sought after by those who u e them for certain pur
poses. 

The Agricultural Department writes me that-
The Bureau of Chemisfry has conducted work to determine whether 

the food and drugs act ml~ht be invoked to prevent cer·tain frauds in 
connection witb imported hops, particularly frem En~land nnd Ge1·
many, mixed with Bohemian. and sent to thi county as Bohemian hops. 

There seems to be no method at present that can be relied upon to 
distinguish one kind of hops from nnotber. Some of the worl;: done 
would probably enable the department to ultimat,ely distinguish cheml
cally between different var·ieties. .Just as soon as this woL·k has ad
vanced to that stage the department can proceed against such hops 
under the food and drugs act. 

So about the only recourse we bave, rmd that may not, of 
course, accomplish all the purpose desired, is to require those 
importing hops to mark them so as to gh"e us an opportunity, 
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if they are not what we are getting or what we desire, to see moment, last night we read paragraph 217 and adopted the 
whether there has been actual -fraud. That is the very purpose Senate committee amen<lment to it, and had an understanding 
of this amendment. The department says: that certain further amendments to that paragraph would be 

It is the opinion of our experts that the passage. of th~ proposed leg- introduced by the Senator from Utab. [Mr. SM-OOT] this morning. 
!station would only partially remedy the abu es, its chief value being If we could dispose of Ws amendments first, then we would come 
that it would draw the attention of Europea n governments to the to the succeeding paragraph. I think that would be a more 
frauds which they are perpetrating. orderly way of proceeding. 

Mr. Pre ident, that is the sole ·purpose of this amendment. It Mr. GRONNA. I shall take only a moment. 
is to protect those who need in their business imp~rted .hops .Mr. WILLI.Al\IS. Very well. 
from being defrauded as fur as we can go. A~cording to .the Mr. GROl\TNA. I simply want to state that the Canadian 
department it is impossible for them to deter~e by chemical rate per ton on straw is $2 per ton. '.rhe present rate is $1.50 
mean~ or means at their command in every mstance whether per ton, the same as wa.s the Dingley rate. The Wilson rate 
fraud has been practiced or not. So it is in the hope of _prote~t- was 15 per cent ad valorem. There is some business transac
ing them somewhat that this amendm~t .is offered. ~s I said, tion in straw. 'rhe imports for 1912 were 10,268 tons, valued at 
it is very much in line with other prov1s10ns. of the bill,_ and I $5G, SO, with a revenue of $15,401.86. We exported 1,030 tons, 
hope that the Senator in charge of the bill will not be disposed with a value of $1L559. There were sold by farmers in 1909 
to object to this amendment, which is really to protect our own 537,G99 tons. The amount recei'rnd was $3.l89,42±. 
people from fraud, which it is admitted is perpetrated by those I shall not ask fo.r a roll call .on my a.niendment, but simply 
sending hops into this country. for a vote. 

l\lr. WILT.JAMS. i\Ir. President, contrary to our gener.al The PRESIDL~G OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
course in this bill this is a paragraph which we left unms- the amendment of the Senator from ~ ~orth Dakota. 
turbed. The rate which is carried now is the rate which was The amendment was rejected. 
<Carried under the Payne-Aldrich bill. We left it nndistmbed Ur. S.MOOT. 1\Ir. President, in parngraph 217, on page 59, 
because hops enter mainly into the manufacture of ~eer :1-nd line w, I mo"Ve to strike out the words "canary seed, one-.half 
malt liquors and things of that sort not necessary to hfe. We cent per pound." · 
thought · it was a very good article to get revenue on. These seed are on the free list in paragraph 668 under the 

Whatever may be the purpose in the mind of. the Senator present law. "There were imported in the yea.r 1912, 4,704.,625 
from Washington-and I know, of eourse, it is Just what he pournls. The value of it was a little over 2 cents per pound. 
states-the effect of the amendment proposed by him would be That is the importation value. Even in the Wilr;on law canary 
to hamper still -:further the importation of hops without adding seed was on the free list. It has always been on the f1·ee list, 
a. dollar of re•enue for the GoTernment .and in proportion as w_e and I can not see why it should be taxed now onechalf cent per 
hamper by 'taxation regulations the impartation it might ·poss1- pound. 
bly decrease the revenue. Mr. Sil\UIONS. What are canary seed useil f.or? 

I hope the amendment will not be adopted. . Mr. SMOOT. They are mostly used for seed for c.ana.ry birds 
.Mr. JONES. How could it .hamper the importation of hops and also for an extract. 

to require them simply to bring to our country and sell to our I move to strike out those words, and if carried, I shall then 
people what our people are asking for? move that canary ~ed be put on the free list in its proper 

l\Ir. WILLIAMS. There are some provisions of this sort ap- place. 
plied to cutlery, to keep a man ·from selling cutlery of one ma~ The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend
as the cutlery of another and deeeiving the purchaser. Here 1s ment proposed by the Senator from Utah, which will be stated. 
a ho.P and there is a .hop, and the Agricultural Department The SECRETARY. 'In paragraph 217, page 6D, line 1.9, strike out 
says, by the Senator's own admission, that it can not tell them the words: 
apart, they are so nearly the same. You want to brand them c ;:mary seed, one-half 'Cent per pound. 
o that somebody will know i:hem apart. The Bureau of The amendment was i·ejected. 

Chemistry Cail not tell them apart, and the purchaser does not, Mr. SMOOT. On the same line of the same pa.rngraph I mO'rn 
by looking at a.nd feeling them when bnying, know them apai·t, to strike out "caraway seed, 1 cent _per pound." 
if I understand the situation. Caraway .seed to-day i~ on the free list in paragraph 668 of 

Ur. JONES. I desire to call the ·attention of the Senate to the present law. There were imported in fhe year 1912, 3,616,481 
the fact that hops grown in a certain locality are known to be pounds. The value of it is nearly 5 cents a pound. The im
of a particular quality; that i-s, they ha·rn a peculiarity due to position of 1~ cents _per pound is 20 per cent ad valorem on its 
them. The purpose of the amendment is to hRrn the hops })resent valuation. Caraway seed .has always been on the free 
!ITown in that locality so marked, just as cutlery that is made list, even under the Wilson law. It is used in cooking mostly 
abroad and imported is marked as coming from a certain place. and in the "flavoring of food. It is used by the common people 
That is the sole .Pur_pose. of the country. I can not .see why this duty should be placed 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Tha.t is to keep them from putting off upon that seea. 
inferior cutle-ry as the make of a house that makes bettei- Mr. WILLI.A.MS. Mr. President, there are several of these 
cutlery. articles placed upon the dutiable list that hitherto ba•e been 

Mr. JONES. So is this to prevent-- . on the free list. The Senator was wrong in saying that carmvay 
Mr. WILLIAMS. I know there is a fancy price foT Bohec seed had .always been on t11e free list. It was taxed 30 per cent 

mian hops, because Bohemia makes .fill -excel!ent beer, and there ad valorem under the Dingley tariff. 
is an id.ea that Bohemian hops will make it; but the ·Senator l\fr. SMOOT. That is o:rily a certain clu.ss of carawny seed, 
has just eon.fessed that the .Agricultural Department itself says and that went before the boar(J. of appraisers, and it was after
it can not chemically or otherwise tell the difference between wards decided that it was wrong. 
Bohemian and other hops, and if it can not they must be won- Mr. WILLIAMS. Th~ Payne tariff law had a part of it at 
derfully alike. 30 per cent and a part free. The Dingl.ey tariff law had 30 

Mr. JONES. Their failure to do it is all the more rea:son per cent. 
Why we should make this safeguard. I want to explain why we took this course as to these sev-eral 

The PRESIDING OFFlCER. The question is on the amend- articles, and then I shall ask .:for a vote. Both caraway seed 
rnent of the Senator f-rom Washington. and anise seed are ta..Yed he.re and, both have always been .free. 

The amendment was rejected. Both plainly enter into the class of luxuries. Neither one of 
The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: them forms any part of a necessity of life. Anise seed and 
218. Straw, 50 cents per ton. caraway seed are put into little ~ukes and things of that sort. 
]fr. GRONNA. I wish to offer an amendment to para- It is very nice .and very sweet, but we did not see why the c-0n-

grnph 218. sumers of cakes with caraway and anise -seed in them should 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the not pay revenue to support the Government of the United Stntes . 

.amendment. , We thought that men could dispense with even ca~away-seed 
The SECRET.Alff. On page 60, line 3, strike out the words "50 cake and nnise-seed cake, if they wanted to do so, without any 

cents ' and insert "$1," so as to make the paragraph read: great detriment to their physical constitution. 
218. Straw, $1 per ton. The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question i:s on the amend-

. .Mr. GRONNA. l\Ir. President, this is not a large industry in ment of the Senator from lJta.h. 
this country, but I belim-e that we ought to protect those who • The amendment was rejected. 
Urn along the border line whether it is to the north or to the Mr. SMOOT. I desire to mo•e an amendment i1!', line 20, 
.south. striking out the words " anise . eed, 2 cents per pound. . 

Ir. ·wILLIAMS. Speak for the North, not to the South, at 
1 

Anise se-e.d to-day is .free under paragraph 668. Of course the 
uny rate. If the Senator 'from 'North Dakota will pardon me a ·statement made by the Senator from MississipIJi covers anise 

• 
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seed as well as caraway seed, with one exception. A great 
cleat of ani e seecl is used for oil and goes into the commercial 
life of the country. It goes into the hospitals and into the 
medicjne chests of the people of the country. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Utah, on page 
59, line 20, to strike out the words "Anise seed, 2 cents per 
pound." [Putting the que tion.] The noes seem to have it. 

l\fr. BURTON. The bill imposes a duty of 37 per cent upon 
fill article wWch has heretofore been free. I ask for the yeas 
and nays upon the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

l\Ir. LANE (when l\lr. CHAMBERLAIN'S name was called). I 
wish to announce that the senior Senator from: Oregon [Mr. 
CHAMBERLAIN] is unavoidably absent, and that he is paired 
with the Senator from Pennsyl\ania [Mr. OLIVER]. 

Mr. GRO::NNA (when l\fr. McCuMBER's name was called). I 
wish to announce that my colleague [Mr. McCuMRER] is neces
sprily absent on account of illness in his family. He is vaired 
with the senior Senator from NeYada [Mr. NEWLANDs]. I wish 
this announcement to stand on all Yotes for the day. 

l\fr. TH01\1AS (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the senior Senator from New York [l\lr. RooT]. I 
transfec that pair to the Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. GORE] 
and vote. I Yote "nay." 

Mr. WILLI.Al\fS (when his name was called). I am pairerl 
with the senior Senator from Penn ylvania [Mr. PENROSE]. I 
transfer that pair to the senior Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
SMITH] and T"ote. I vote "nay." · 

The roll call was concluded. 
Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I have a general pair with the 

Senator from l\:li souri [Mr. STONE]. In the absence of that 
Senator, I withhold my Yote. 

l\fr. BANKHEAD. I have a pair with the Senator from West 
Virginia [Mr. GoFF], and therefore withhold my vote. 

l\lr. SAULSBUilY. I transfer my pair with the junior Sena
tor from Rhode Island [l\Ir. Covr] to the Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr. HITCHCOCK] and \Ote. I vote "nay." 

l\lr. CLARK of Wyoming. I transfer my pair with the Sena
tor from .Missouri [.Mr. STO "E] to the Senator from Maine 
[l\lr. BURLEIGH] and will \Ote. I vote "yea." 

Mr. SHIELDS. I wish to announce the pair of the senior 
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. LEA] with the senior Senator 

"from Rhode Island [l\lr. LIPPITT]. The senior Senator from 
'.rennessee is nece sarily absent from the Senate to-day. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I have been requested to 
announce that the Senator from Delaware [Mr. DU PONT] is 
paired with the Senator from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON] ; the 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. GoFF] with tlie Senator from 
Alabama [.Mr. BANKHEAD]; the Senator from Maryland .[Mr. 
JACKSON] with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CHILTON]; 
and the Senator from Pennsylrnnia [Mr. OLIVER] with the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. CHAMBERLAIN]. 

The result was announced-yeas 26, nays 37, as follows: 

Brady 
Brandegee 
Bristow 
Burton 
Cntron 
Clark, Wyo. 
Crnwford 

.Ashurst 
Bryan 
Clarke, .Ark. 
Fletcher 
Hollis 
Hughes 
James 
Johnson 
Lane 
Lewis 

YEAS-26. 
Cummins 
Dillingham .. 
Gallinger 
Gronna 
Jones . 
Kenyon, 
La Follette 

Lodge 
Mc;Lean 
Norris 
Page 
Perkins 
Poindexter 
Sherman 

N.AYS-37. 
Martin, Va. 
Martine, N. J. 
Myers 
O'Gorman 
Overman 
Owen 
Pittman 
Pomerene 
Ransdell 
Reed 

Robinson 
Saulsbury 
Shafroth 
Sheppard 
Shields 
Shively 
Simmons 
Smith, .Ariz. 
Smith, Ga. 
Smith, S. C. 

NOT VOTI 'G-32. 

Smoot 
Sutherland 
Townsend 
Warren 
·weeks 

Swanson 
Thomas 
Thompson 
Tillman 
Vardaman 
Walsh 
Williams 

Bacon Colt Kern Root 
Bankhead Culberson Lea Smith, Md. 
Borah du Pont Lippitt Smith, Mich. 
Bradley Fall Mccumber Stephenson . 
Burleigh Go tr Nelson Sterling 
Chamberlain Gore New lands Stone 
Chilton Hitchcock Oliver Thornton 
Clapp Jackson Penrose Works 

So l\lr. SMooT's amendment was rejected. 
The reading of the bill was :esumed, and the Secretary read 

as follows: 
220. Yegetubles jn their nuturnl state, not specially provided for in 

tbis section, 15 per cent ad valo1·cm. · 
221. Fish, ex<'ept shellfish. by wbateve1· name known, packed in oil 

01· in oil and otbet· substances, iu bottles, jars, kegs, tin boxes, or cans, 

20 per cent ad valorem; all other fish, except Rhellfi. h in tin packages 
not. specially provided for In this section, 15 per cent ad valori>m; 
caviar and other prei:;erved i·oe of fish. 30 per cent ad valorem; fish, 
skinned or boned, ~ of 1 cent per pound. 

l\lr. S.MOO'l'. I ask the Senator from .l\li ic;:sippi [i\fr. WIL
LI.A.Ms] to let paragraph 221 go over for a few moments only. 
The senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LoDaE] has been 
obliged to go to the State Department and will return in a short 
time. 

:Mr. WILLIAMS. .Mr. President, I promised the Senator from 
:Massachusetts, who had to go to the State Department, to let 
the paragraph go oYer, meanwhile giving him an opportunity to 
return to the Chamber. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The paragraph will be passed O\er. 
The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to the end 

of paragraph 223, which is as follows : 
223. Fi~s: 2 cents per pound ; plums, prune, and prunelles, 1 cent pet• 

pound; raIBrns and othe1· dried grapes, 2 cents per pound; dates, 1 cent 
per pound; currants, Zante or other, 2 cents per pound· olives 15 cents 
per gallon. ' ' 

l\lr. WILLIAl\IS. Mr. Pre ident, the Sena tor from Washin~
ton [.!Hr. JONES] asked me to get con ent to recur to paragraph 
223 when he returned to the Chamber, as he desires to offer 
an amendment to it. I ask that the paragraph be now passed 
o-ver for that purpose. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, it will 
be so ordered. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to the end 
of paragraph 225, which is as follows: 

225. Lemons, limes, oranges, grapefruit shaddocks and pomelos tn 
packages of a ca,pacity of H cubic feet oi: less. 18 cents per package : 
in pn.ckages of capacity exceeding H cubic feet and not exceeding 2a 
cubic feet, 35 cents per package; in packages exceeding 2il; and not 
exc~eding 5 c.ubic feet, 70 cents per package; in packages exceeding 5 
cubic feet or m bulk. ! of 1 cent per pound. 

l\fr. WILLIAl\fS. l\Ir. President, paragraph 22;:; is incorrectly 
printed. It ought to be printed : . 

Lemons, limes, oranges, grapefruit, shaddocks, and pomclos, ! of 1 
cent per pound. 

Of course I am forced to offer an amendment to iwint it in 
that shape. I move, then, in behalf of the committee, that that 
paragraph be amended so as to read: 

Lemons, limes, oranges, grapefruit, shaddocks, and pomelos, ?! of 1 
cent per pound. 

I move that substitute for the paragraph as :treads; in other 
words, the proposition is to strike out all the language about 
packages, capacity, and so forth. • 

Mr. SMOOT. I was ·going to call the Senator's attention to 
that. 4s the caucus print did not have those words in it, I 
wondered why they were put into the bill as we haYe it 
before us. 

l\1r. SB.11\fONS. It is a mere mistake. 
l\fr. WILLIAMS. The committee had it one way at one time 

and another way at another time. That explain the fact that 
it was printed differently at different times. 

Mr. WARREN. Does that change the rate at all? 
Mr. WILLIAMS. In my opinion, it slightly rai es it, but the 

Senator from Florida and other Senators contend that it keeps 
it precisely as it was. I think the practical effect will be to 
raise is slightly at the end of the classifications, but yery 
slightly. 

Mr. WARREN. The intention, then, is not to change the rate, 
but to m!l.ke it more intelligible or more easily applied? 

l\lr. WILLIAl\fS. It fixes the rate at one-half of 1 cent a 
pound. I have a letter here from !\fr. UNDERWOOD, in which he 
says: 

My dear John-

It is addressed to rne-
Your favor of the 25th instant in reference to paragraph 27i
Which it was then of the House bill-

-reached me to-day. The Ways and Means Committee changed the rate 
of duty from so much a pound-

Which it was in the Payne-Aldrich bill-
to the cubic · contents of the package for admini trative reasons solely. 
We believed that the old method of levying this tax on the cubic 
contents of the package was more satisfactory than the pound rate. 
Our intention was to levy a tax of one-half a cent a pound on lemons 
and oranges, and from the information we have received on the subject 
I think that you will find that this is carried out substantially in our 
bill. 

Sincerely, yours, 0. w. UNDERWOOD. 

So that this is in essence a mere administratirn change back 
to the pound method of leYying the tax. . \ 

:Mr. GALLINGER. Do I understand the Senator from Mis- ; 
sissippi to say that it does not change 'the rate in the existing 
law? 1 

l\lr. WILLIA.MS. Oh, yes; it does that. But it cuts the rate 
as in the House bill GO per cent upon e,-erything except lemons, 
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and 62! per cent on lemons below the rates of the Payne-Ald~ich 
bill. 

l\Ir. GALLINGER. Then what the Senator said was that 
it did not change the rate of the Hou e bill? . 
- l\Ir. WILLIAMS. It does not essentially change the rate of 

the House bill. 
l\Ir. SMOOT. Mr. President, of course if those words were 

left in the paragraph it would decrease the rate of one-half of 1 
cent a pound. ' A duty of 18 cents on 45 pounds of lemons would 
be equivalent to four-tenths of 1 cent per pound; a duty of 35 
cents on 90 pounds of lemons, the amount in a 2! cul;>ic foot box, 
would be equiyalent to thirty-eight one-hundredths of a cent a 
pound; so that. if this amendment is agreed to--

1\Ir. WILLIAMS. As it passed the House-
1\Ir. SMOOT. If the Senate agrees to the amendment of

fered by the Senator from Mississippi, there will be an increase 
on lemons, limes, oranges, grapefruit, and so forth, o\er the 
rates as reported to the Senate. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. On certain classifications of them. 
l\Ir. SMOOT. Yes; that is what I say. I am calling at

tention to those classifications. There will be an increase if 
this amendment be adopted. 

l\Ir. BURTON. l\Ir. President, what provision is made for 
the administrati"rn features mentioned by the chairman of the 
Ways and l\Ieans Committee with regard to the weight of the 
container or package? Suppose the lemons weigh a hundred 
pounds and the package used weighs 20 pounds, how is the 
weight to be ascertained? 

Mr. WII.iLIAl\IS. The weight has been ascertained hitherto 
by taking the lemons out and weighing them. I was much 
astoni hed to have some testimony before the subcommittee to 
that effect. It struck me as the most curious and absurd thing 
that I had e\er heard of any intelligent administrators of any 
law doing. It seems to me that they could have made a cal
cul ation of the weight of the boxes and deducted it withou~ 
going through all that trouble ome course. That, it seemed to 
our committee. sub:iected the Go>ernment now and then to a 
charge for fruit that was in the process of weighing, emptying, 
and so forth, destroyed or injured, and on which the Gowrn
ment could not collect the tax, which it would not be subjected 
to in the package. The intention of the House committee was 
to make a package rate which would amount to one-half of 1 
cent per pound upon all these fruits, and Mr. UNDERWOOD, in his 
letter says that he thinks if I would go through it all I would 
find that they substantially did that to reduce the rate to one
half of 1 cent per pound. Of course the Senator readily un
derstands that au· jumping duties ·rnry. When you get to a 
certain class, as a matter of fact, one end of that class bears 
one rate and another end bears another rate; so that · this 
rate, when you reduce it to the pound rate, is a method ot levy
ing the tax at approximately the same pound rate per package 
rate. It does, as the Senator from Utah says it does, raise the 
duty somewhat upon the ends of the classification, but the ad
ministrative purpose which the House leader had in his mind 
was that it was much easier to count boxes than it was to 
weigh the fruit. 

Mr .. BURTON. But how can the weight of these packages be 
estimated unless you enforce a custom, which seems to have been 
somewhat in vogue, of taking the fruit out of the package and 
separating it entirely, thereby compelling a repa~king? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I ha>e been informed that if the lemons 
were all imported from the same country, the boxes would 
substantially weigh the same, but lemons imported from one 
country may come in boxes made out of thick, heavy wood, 
while those imported from another country may come in boxes 
as light as cottonwood, and very thin. There are different 
methods of i1acking in different countries. Messina lemons are 
packed in yery rough boxes that n·eigh more than is necessary. 
So in administering the law the customs department were in the 
habit of weighing the lemons themsel ms independently of the 
containers. 

Perhaps, after a long course of time, if they were to . fix a 
tare, as they do on cotton, for example, when it is ent to 
Li>erpool-an agreed tare to be deducted from every bale of 
cotton for bagging and ties-it would have the desired effect
and I do not see why the administrators do not do it-of mak
ing everybody try to put his lemons in a box that would · come 
as nearly to the agreed tare as possible or below it; but they 
have not hitherto adopted that means of administering the law. 
lt seems to me that their method of doing it has been very 
awkward and expensi'rn to the revenue. 

l\Ir. SMOOT. I will say to th~ Senator that the. reason that 
has not been done in the past, in my opinion, is that w·herever 
a part of the fruit has rotted or became worthless an allo·IY-
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ance has been ·made, wherever a pound rate has been imposed, 
for the amount of fruit in that condition. That, of course, was 
held, as the Senator knows, in the case· of Harris 'V. United 
States. · 

Mr. WILLIAMS. In connection with a case concerning 
grapes in packages it was decided by the courts that they had 
a right to do the same thing. 

Mr. SMOOT. Absolutely; and of course it will hereafter 
apply to lemons, oranges, or any other kind of fruit. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The que tion is on agreeing to the 
amendment reported by the co111ruittee. · 

The amendment was agreed to. . 
Mr. LODGE. l\Ir. President, I inquire if this paragraph has 

been completed? 
Mr. WILLIAl\.fS. I had an agreement with the Senator from 

l\lassachusetts to recur to the fish paragraph. 
Mr. LODGE. I am much obliged to the Senator for pa sing 

it over. I am n6w ready to go on with that paragraph. 
l\Ir. WILLIAl\IS. Very well. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the para

graph with the committee amendment. 
The SECRETAttY. On page 60, paragraph 221, line 9, after the 

word "cans," it is proposed to strike out "20" and insert "25,' 
so as to make the paragraph read : 

221. Fish, except shellfish, by whatever name known, packed in oil OE 
in oil and other substances, in bottles, jars, kegs, tin boxes, or cans, 2o 
per cent ad valorem ; all other fish. except shellfish, in tin packages, not 
speciallv provided for in thi section, 15 per cent ad valorem; caviar 
and oth"er pi·eserved roe of fiRh, 30 per cent ad valorem ; fish, skinned or 
boned, ~ of 1 cent per pound. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I wish to make a plea for a 
great industry which by the provisions of this bill is injured in 
all its parts, while that portion of the industry in which my 
State is particularly interested is menaced with total destruction. 

It has always seemed strange to me that it should be the 
custom to place the fish paragraph in_ the middle of the agri
cultural schedule; but there is this to be said, Mr. President, 
that the fisherman and the farmer, although the crops which 
they gather are Yery different, have had much the same treat
ment at the hands of the Government. Neither the fisherman 
nor the farmer has ever received a high protection in any law 
that has been passed, although, as I shall presently show, the 
fisheries ha>e been the care of the Government from the 
beginning. 

In every attempt at reciprocity the fisherman and the farmer 
have been those who have been sacrificed. Sometimes it has 
been the fisherman alone; sometimes, as in the last attempt, 
the fisherman and the farmer together; so that they have 
receiled a similarity of treatment, they have been companions 
in misfortune, even if .there is no likeness between their respec
tive employments. 

The fisheries of which I wish particularly to speak are those 
known as the northeastern fishe1ies, carried on upon the Great 
Banks and in the waters of New Foundland. The fisheries of 
the Great Banks are the oldest and the most historic industry 
connected with the .American Continent. Fishermen from Eng
land :ind from France were on the banks fishing for nearly a 
century before a single white settlement had been established in 
the territory now known as the United States. Those fisheries 
were, of course, continued, and they 'became a principal source 
of wealth to the Colonies. · 

The salted fish'"gathered by the New England :fi hermen were 
shipped to the West Inclies and to the southern colonies, where 
they were very largely used. 

The fishing industry was the basis of our commerce in colonial 
days. How important it was and how much was thought of it 
at that time is shown by the fact John Adams considered it 
one of the greatest triumphs of his life that he had been able, 
in the treaty of Paris, to saye the northeastern fisheries and 
secure for us the privileges on the Kew E'oundlancl coast, which 
substantially we enjoy to-day. So great a pride did he feel in it 
that he had a seal ring engrayed on 'vhich he put the Latin 
motto, "Piscemur venemur ut olirn "-"We shall fish and hunt 
as of yore "-and his son, John Quincy Adams, I believe, used 
that same ring with the same motto when the treaty of Ghent 
was signed. 

The fisheries were regarded by all Americans in those clays as 
a matter of great importance. From the time of the famous re
port on :fisheries, prepared by Mr. Jefferson when he was Sec
retary of State, onward especial care was given to the fisheries. 
Although the protection afforded them by the Government was 
of a moderate kind, it 'vas the belief of all the public men of 
that day that the :fisheries deser>ed the ·fostering care ·of the 
Goverlllllent, wholly apnrt ftom the question of protection to an 
industry. Of course, at_ that time there was a consideration 
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which to~dsy, with our enormous population, is ncr longer so seri
ous, which was that the :fisheries were the nursery of the seamen 
who manned the ships of the American Navy. 

In the tariff of 1789 salt fish were given a duty of 50 cents 
per quintal; mackerel, 75 cents per bushel. In 181ff, which was 
a Democratic tariff, carried through under the leadership of l\Ir _ 
Calhoun, the duty on salt fish was a dollar per quintal, or abont 
1 cent pei· pound; and on mackerel $1.50 per bushel, or about 
tllTee-fourths of a cent a pound. The average was about the 
~ame as the present rate, so far as the specific duty to-day is 
concerned, but as the price was lower in those days, the ac1 
valorem rate was higher. In 1842 mackerel and herring each 
paid 1! cents per pound, other fish in barrels 1 cent per pound, 
while all other fish paid 20 per cent ad valorem. · 

Those duties have remained, except during periods of reci
procity, substantially unchanged down to the present time. It 
is now proposed to put all fresh and all smoked and dried fish on 
the free list. This is not a reduction; it is the complete re
moval of the duties. I now ask the Senate t<> consider the con
ditions of the industry thus severely treated, for they are, I 
venture to say, different from those of any other industry in 
the country. 

It costs n<> more to bring a fare of :fish from the Great Banks 
or from the treaty waters to Boston or to New York in a: Cana
dian fishing smack than it d<>es in one that sails from Gloucester 
or Provincetown. Therefore no freight protection is possible. I 
next ask you to consider the conditions under which they have 
to compete with the :fishermen of Canada and Newfoundland. 

The fishermen of the United States are required by law to 
build their vessels in the United States. It costs more to build 
a vessel here. Apart from the labor, lumber is much cheaper in 
Canada. A Gloucester fishing vessel costing $15,500 was dupli
cated in every particular in Lunenberg f<>r $9,400. Our people 
are obliged to build their vessels here. More than that, they 
are compelled by law to buy their outfits here. They can not 
buy their nets, their cordage, their sails, their hooks anywhere 
but in this country. All the outfit of a fishing vessel, under 
the law, must be bought in the United States. On ma.ny of those 
articles they necessarily pay a tarif[ duty. 

With these burdens they start to confront their competitors. 
They are handicapped to this extent by the greater cost imposed 
upon them by law. I shall not go into the question of labor 
costs for the case iff so strong that the comparison is needless. 
The President, in his message, said he wanted a fair field and 
open competition. We will assume, then, that thelaborcostinth.e 
actual work of fishing is the same. The-fishing fleet of' Canada re
ceive from their Government every year $160,.000 in bounties, 
paid to them in cash, the interest, or part of the interest, upon 
the Halifax award. In addition to that the Dominion Govern
ment pays one-third of the cost of the storehouses, the ice 
hou es, or cold-storage buildings, where the- fish is stored and 
preserTed. 

I quote from the Canadian Amiual Review for 1911 : 
During 1910-11, $332,300 was spent by the Dominion on fish-breeding 

e tabllshments. And the usual $160,000 ot fishing bounty was paid in 
the Atlantic Provinces and Qu.ebec-a. total, since I882, of $4,580,204. 

Mr. President, of course the money I spoke of as additional to 
bounty was not that spent in fish breeding; but the Canadian 
Government aids its fisheries by paying one·thlrd of the cost 
of the construction of cold-storage plants, and makes rebates on 
the transportation c;>f their products on all the tatlroads. 

By this bill our fishermen will be forced to meet this bounty
fed competition, while being compelled at the same time to use 
more expensi-v-e outfits and more expensive vessels, unaided and 
without any protection whatever. Under such conditions it is 
utterly impossible that our fishermen should continue to fish 
on the Great Banks or in the treaty waters. 

If I may call your attention to the views taken of tliis matter 
on the other side of the line, the Halifax Chronicle, speaking 
of this bill, says : 

It will place the fisherm\ID, particularly of the western shore of Nova 
Scotia, in practical control o! the New England market for fresh fish 
• • • without any abandonment of national rights of. any reciprocal 
con.cession of fishing privileges to Americans in Canadian waters. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, if the Senator will pardon 
me, was that written at the time when the House bill was before 
the newspaper writer, or the Senate bill? 

Mr. LODGE. It relates to the House bill. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. The Senate bill raised this rate of duty 

5 per cent from the House bill. 
Mr. LODGE. I am not speaking of tbe fish that are left 

dutiable. I run speaking of the ftsh you put on the free list. 
The duty in paragraph~21, of which I am not speaking, 
covers the sardine industry of Maine, where- the ftsh ia packed 
1n oil, and that is substantially all it does cover. It takes care 

of the sardines which are packed moil on the coast of ~Caine.. 
They will not be injured. I am very glad that that portion of j 
the fishing industry is to be preserved. · 

The Herald, of St. Johns, Newfoundland, a Province which was I 
excluded from the benefits proposed by the Canadian reciprocity 
comi;:ac!, could not refrain from saying as follows, although the 
provmCJal newspapers were urged to say- nothing about it 
before this bill, S<> precious to them, became a Ia w : i 

It would be difficult to imagine any change calculated to pro"\"e of 
greater value to this country than the grant of free entry of our fi h I 
into the United States. For years we have been seeking this, and 
vainly i we have been offering substantial concessions therefor in the 
vast, and now it has come to us without our having to give any corre
sponding concession whatsoe'Ver. 

The article g<>es on to say: · 
The advantage which wUI follow from this transformation of the 

indwrtry will be enormous and will grow as the years advance, and 
opportunities for us in Newfoundland are such as never existed before. 

That is what they expect from the removal of t.hese duties. 
Why, 1\fr. President, for years Newfoundland and the maritime j 
Pl·ovinces have been making every kind of offer, offering all 
sorts of concessions, in order to get an entry to our market and 
remove our duties. This bill will tmn over the entire fishing I 
industry of the Northeast-that is, t.he Great Banks and the . 
treaty waters-to the• Canadian and Newfoundland vessels. 1 

There is no escape from it. It will also turn over to- them a 
large pa.rt of- the- packing industry that is not covered by pa.ra- 1 

graph 221-the smoked, dried, salted, pickled, or frozen fish 1 

It will probably carry the packing industry with it in the end; ' 
but the fish that a.re now packed and preserved in the factories 1 

at Gloucester and elsewhere will be brought there hencefortlr1 

in Canadian vessels. · 
Mr. President, I am unable- to understand the theory UPon 

which this industry is to be destroyed. We imported last year; 
5,000.£)00 pounds of fish from the Provinces. We produced: ~ 
\5,000,000 pounds ourselves. The duty is a large revenue-1 

raiser as it now stands. There has been no serious advance in.1 

the price of fish. The average profit o:n fish I will say here ts ' 
less than the duty-less than three-fourths of a cent per pound. 1 

In seven years the price of fish has advanced only from 6 cent~ 
a pound to 6.2 cents a pound. It has advanced only two.-tenths.1 

of a cent a pound in seven years,. arul that small advance is due 
undoubtedly to the increasing diminution of the catch. 

This industry has another peculiar: feature. The fishermen 
employed are paid directly from the catch. In the case of 
almost all the vessels that go out of Gloucester the fishermen 1 

on the vessel have one-half the profits: and the captain and the i 
owners have the other half_ Therefore the pay of the men, 
like the profits- of the- captain and the- owners, depends on tlie.' 
success of the voyage. Sometimeg their profits are very large,.1 

if thex_ have a good catch; sometimes the fares are very small~ ! 
and the wages and profits go down. At its best it is ncrt a very.: 
profitable industry. I 

But th0\ men who eurn their living in the busin~s are paid~ 
directly from the- business. There iS' no such thing here ru3 
corporations or trusts or anything of that kind so far as the~ 
fishing is concerned. There are, of course, companies whichi 
pack and preserve the fish after it has been bought by- them and I 
delivered to them, and the-re are companies which have in-J 

terests in the fishing vessels; but the men who do the fishing,,\ 
the men whose case I am trying to plead~ depend for their ' 
livelihood on the result of their hands and their own catcJ:l. 1 
They are now to be displaced ;. their places wlll be taken by ~ 
the Canadian and Newfoundland vessels. They will be forced 
to seek a living elsewhe1·e. 

We have pretty well rid ourselves of our merchant marine, 
and now we are preparing to take our flag from the seas wher& 1 

tt still floats on the fishing vessels. Mr. President, I suppos~ 1 

it ls thought that this is a small industry, perhaps; but even in1 

the part of which I speak, which is only a fragment of it,1 

there are 4,00(} men who go out to the banks on the Gloucester 
fleet alone. That means a good many people dependent ni>onl 

: the earnings of those fishermen. There are 22,000 men engageq 
in the fisheries in New England. If we go farther afield, wfi 
find that Maryland has 18>000; Virginia, 20,000; New York~) 
18,DOO; Oallforni~ Oregon, and Washingto~ 14,000; and th~ 
Lakes, 7,000. On the LU.es and in the Northwest, where t~ 
fisheries are just beginning to- be developed, ot course this matte 
af putting fresh fish, smoked-, pickl~ and frozen fish on the free1 

list is a hea-ey handicap to them, ns ft is to those on the eas~ 
co.a.st. Th& dift'erence is th:l.'t only the east-coast fishermen o~ 
Canada, so fai· as I know, receive the Government baunty, and J, 
d<> not think: it is distributed yet to the fishermen of" the westi 
coast. \ 

In. a case when~ we are getting revenue from U11 a.rticlP 
where there has been no advance in price, where evei·yorid 
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knows that . the remm:al _of the duty will not alter the cost In fact, it was made an issue in one of the recent elections -in 
of fish to the consumer at all, it seems to me utterly unfair, it Newfoundland. 
seems to me crnel, to put this branch of the industry out of I do not know about the comparative labor cost. I made 
existence and to injure the industry as a whole everywhere. no attempt to show any difference in labor cost between the 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President-- Canadian fishermen and the American fishermen; but tllere is 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Massachu- no question that the Newfoundland boats, run as they are, 

setts yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? and all in the hands of these rich owners in St. Johns, are run 
l\lr. LODGE. Certainly. very much cheaper than ours, and I rather think somewhat 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I have been following the Senator's in- cheaper than the Canadian boats; and, of course, they come in, 

teresting discussion of this paragraph, but I desire to inquire_ too. T·hey have besides the natural geographical adyantage of 
just how and to what extent this bounty is distributed? I do neighborhood. 
not think the Senator stated it. Mr. DILLINGHAM. I find also, while the Senator is speak-

1\Ir. LODGE. One hundred and sixty thousand dollars, the ing on that subject, that-
interest of the Halifax award is distributed directly to the Fish :ind other products of the fisheries of Newfoundl~d may be. im-
c di fi h . It · · ' t th I d t kno ported mto Canada free of customs duty unleRs otherwise determmed 

ana an s er men. IS given o e owners. ~ no . :V by the governor in council, by order published in the Canada Gazette ; 
whether they fish on shares, as we do, or not; but it is given in and fish caught by fishermen in Canadian fishing vessels and the prod
cash directly to the owners of the Canadian fishing vessels. I uct thereof carried from the fisheries i~ such vessels. s?all be admitted 
suppose it is pro rata, according to the tonnage of the vessels into Canada free of duty, under regulations of the minister of customs. 
or the number of men on board. It is distributed in cash. The Mr. LODGE. Yes; they let in the Newfoundland fish free, 
other help is indirect in the form of rebates on the railroads, while they have a duty on our fish. I have said nothing about 
aid in the colcl-storag~ warehouses, and so forth. the· duty. The bounty is enough. 

Here, then. we hu-rn a situation where it is utterly impossible Mr. NELSON. I also wish to call the Senator's attention to 
for our men to compete. This bill simply gives the industry to the fact that France has two islands for fishery purposes at or 
the Canadian fishermen, wipes out the American fishermen of near the Newfoundland banks, which they retained under the 
the banks and the treaty waters, and, so far as I can see, gets treaty when. they relinquished Quebec; and that is a great fish
absolutely nothing in return. We do not get cheaper fish. We ing ground for the Frenchmen. 
get no benefit to the consumer. We throw away reT"enue. We Mr. LODGE. Yes; the . French GoYernment retained the 
extinguish a portion of a great industry. islands of St. Pierre and l\fiquelon. The Breton fishermen come 

Mr. DILLINGHA.1\1. l\Ir. President, if the Senator will per- there, as they have come since the sixteenth century; but, of 
mit me, I think I can tell him where he can get the informli.tion course, the product of the French fisheries is all taken to France. 
asked for-from the Commercial Handbook of Canada. He can Mr. President, these fishermen are a strong and hardy race. 
find there just what the bounty is and how it is paid. Their occupation is one involving a great deal of danger. Of 

1\Ir. LODGE. I am very much obliged to the Senator. late years the death list, I am happy to say, has been much 
According to this ·rnlume the fishing bounty was first paid by reduced; but for a period of 25 years, up to a comparative1y 

the Dominion Government in 1882. As I read the totals, nearly short time ago, the average loss of life eT"ery season in the 
$5,000,000 have been paid out. The highest bounty paid per Gloucester fisheries reached ~00 and over. 
head~it is paid per head and to yessels-to vessel fishermen l\fr. BRISTOW. l\1r. PreSident--
was $21.75 in 1893; the lowest, 83 cents: The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Massachu-

In 1908 vessels received $1 per ton up to 80 tons· vessel fishermen, setts yield to the Senator from Kansas? 
$7.25 each; boats, $1. each; boat fishermen, ~3.90 per' man. The Cana- Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 
dian Government r~ceived, through the Imper1:i1 Government, $4,490,882 1\fr. BRISTOW. I should like to inquire of the Senator if 
as Canada's share m the fishery award made m 1877. Under the terms . . . . . . . . 
of the treaty of Washington, 1871, an amount equal to the interest of this policy of paymg a bouncy, _ m his Judgment, has been rn-
this. sum was approp_riated for bounty purposes to encourage deep-sea augurated because this was regarded as a desirable occupation 
fishing on the Atlantic coast. for British subjects in order to recruit sailors for their navy! 

i\Ir. BRISTOW. Mr. President, I have been very much in- Does that enter at all into the question? 
tere ted in the discussion, and I should like to inquire upon Mr. LODGE. The bounty is given by the Dominion Govern
what theory the Canadian Government contributes such a liberal ment. I do not know whether that consideration has entered 
bounty to their fishermen. What are the purposes which they into the matter at all or not as a source of supply fo r the 
seek to serve by so doing? British fleet, but I think it highly probable that it has. In 

l\Ir. LODGE. They think it a yery important industry to France the fishermen are encouraged. They r eceive bounties. 
be maintained. They have always been buoyed up by the hope, They have special licenses which give them the sole right to fish. 
which has been gratified at times by reciprocity arrangements, In return each one of the Breton fishermen has to serve three 
that they could get free entry into the American market. They years in the navy; then he gets his license, and he gets .certain 
believe, and I think they believe rightly, that if they pay privileges, and eyery ship is giyen a bounty. 
bounties to their fishermen and encourage them in every possi- l\fr. PERKINS. We have given bounties, too, at times. 
ble way, and if we take off our duty and give nothing to our l\fr. LODGE. Yes; as the Senato.r from California suggests, 
fishermen, they will get complete control of the American there haye been periods when we have given bounties. It has 
market. I think they are right as to that. been the general policy of the world to encourage fisheries with 

l\lr. NELSON. Is it not a fact, . too, that in respect to New- a view of malting them a nursery of seamen. 
foundland fishing is the only industry of any consequence, and With our great population, relatively. few come from the 
unless it is fortified and maintained there hardly anybody will fisheries, I suppose; but when the Spanish War occurred 
be left on the island? Gloucester sent a larger percentage of men into the Navy of 

l\Ir. LODGE. What the Senator says is absolutely true. I the United States than any city ·or town in the country. While 
was about to make that statement. in seacoast cities like New York and Boston the average of 

Mr. NELSON. And it is such a distinct and important in- men passed as physicaUy fit for the Navy was only some 14 per 
dustry that I imagine that is one reason why Newfotmdland cent, in Gloucester over 75 per cent "passed. They sent nearly 
did not enter the Dominion. Newfoundland is not a part of 500 men into the Navy. From a small town like Gloucester 
the Dominion Government to-day. that was a pretty good contribution. 

Mr. LODGE. No; it is not in the Dominion. I asked an admiral of the Navy about those men. He said, 
Mr. NELSON. It is an independent Province, distinct from "Why, they were the best men we could possibly get. We did • 

all the other Canadian Provinces; and I think the fishing in- not have to teach them anything. The moment they were on 
dustry is the main cause of that. It is the life of the country. board the ship they knew the whole thing. You could put 
. l\Ir. LODGE. It is; and the Senator, I think, is quite right them into a boat :md send them anywhere to do anything. They 
in saying that they stayed out of the Dominion Government had to learn about big guns, and that was all." He told me 
largely because they wished, if possible, to make separate ar- that most of them rose to be boatswains and warrant officers at 
rangements with us, which they hfi'rn been trying to do through once. 
reciprocity treaties. Now, we are going to give our market to They are a good population. They are a hardy, hard-working 
them for nothing. Fishing is really the only industry of New- population. They carry on their industry at the risk of their 
foundland that is of the slightest consequence. It is the only lives in the gray and stormy seas of the North Atlantic. I 
industry, and in Newfoundland the vessels are all owned by think they are the kind of population it is well to encourage, 
what are knpwn as the planters; that is, they are men of capi- just as it is well to encourage the men of the fa rm. 
tal and corporations in St. Johns. They own the entire fishing I am not saying what I do as to the danger to the north
fleet; and the inhabitants of the west coast, who do a great eastern 1isheries as a matter of alarm. There is not any ques
dea l of the fishing there, are in a state of the greatest poyerty. tion about it; it. is utterly impossible for our people to carry 
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ori the bank :tlshe-rles in competition with the boun'ty~fed fish~ ' Mr. -LODGEl Yes; it is the present Jaw. It was not rn.ised' 
eries of Canada and the poorly paid fisheries of Newfound- in 1909. It was not left entirely unchanged. It was reduced 
land. We can not do it. The bank fishermen of New Eng- in some form . 
land, o:t Massachusetts and Maine, where most of them are, Mr. BRISTOW. I notice in the hanubook that the ad valorem 
wm go out of existence. equivalent on the importations of 1910 for the first bracket was 

I can see: no reason whatever, on any principle of revenue or 6.72 per cent; on the second bracket, 12. 6 per cent; on the 
of protection or of free trade, for handing over our industries third, 12.79 per cent; on the fourth, 13.32 per cent; and on the 
to our neighbors on the north who see fit to give a bounty to fifth, 16.20 per cent. That, I understand, is the ad valorem 
their :fishermen. I can not see any· reason for it, except,_· I sup- equivalent which these specific duties would impose. So the 
pose, that it is thought it would make an engaging cry upon highest would be only a little over 16 per cent. 
the stump. That seems to be, as far as I can make out, the Mr. LODGE. The highest would be 16 per cent and the 
one coherent principle that runs through this bill. Wi11 it make lowest 6 per cent. I am much obliged to the Senator from 
a pleasant cry when you get on the stump? "We have given Kansa-s for cnlling attention to that, because it is a point which 
you free fish; we have not cheapened it, but we have gi\Ten you I overlooked. · 
free fish. We have given you free sugar; we have not cheap- The existing duties are very low. ·The duties imposed are 
ened it, but you have free sug~,r. We ha.ve taken the auty off nothing but revenue duties, really, and why should that revenue 
meat and off wheat, and so on. They will not lower the price be thrown away when you will not reduce the result of the 
by doing it. But it makes a pleasant cry upon the stump; and reduction to the consumer? You throw away that revenue sim
I can see no principle in such a plan as this, putting fish on the ply to give the whole business to the foreigner to the Canadian 
tree ti~ except the principle of the stump speech, which is not favored and supported by the bounty. ' ' 
an economi; principle but a means. .of vote catching. . l\Ir. WILLIAMS. I find that the importations of fish of all' 

Mr. President, I offer the f-Ollowmg amendment to go m as a sorts in the year 1910, the only year for which I have the full 
new paragraph before paragraph 221. . . figures-I have them partly for the ne...""tl year-amounted to 

The SECRETARY. On page 60, after line 6, insert as a new $3,931,863; in round numbers $4,()()(},000, and the total consump.. 
paragraph: tion was twelve and one-half million dollars. It does not seem 

22011. Herringg, pickled or salted, smoked or kippered, ~ o! 1 cent that we have suffered very much in the matter of "invasion·~ 
per pound ; herrings, fresh, i of 1 cent per pound. Fish, !resh, smoked, or " inundation ,,. of imports. 
dried, salted, pickled, frozen, packed in lee or oth~nvlse prepared for l\f LODG 
preservation, not specially provided for in this section, ~ of 1 cent per r. EJ. I said when I began that 25 per cent of the 
pound; fish, skinned or boned, 11 cents per pound; mackerel, ha:libut, fish consumed in the United States were imported, from which 
or salmon, fresh, pickled, or salted, 1 cent per P.oond. we get revenue. 

Mr. LODGE. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. Mr. WILLIAMS. In other words, that equivalent ad valorem 
The yeas and nays were ordered. under the Payne tariff law was 29.9 per cent upon :fish in oil 
Mr. WILLIAMS. I want to call the.attention of the Sena- or in oil and other substances. 

tor from Massachusetts to section 5 of the bill. If the bounty Mr. LODGE. I have not been discussing any fish in oil. 
system in Canada operates as a discriminatfon against us with Those are taken c-are of. Those are the fisheries of the Maine 
regard to our fisheries, in section 5 the President-- coast. 

Mr. LODGE. If the Senator will allow me, I examined that Mr. WILLIA.MS. But the Senator need not get excited. I 
with great care in the hope that there might be something there, am discussing all of them. 
but there is not. There is no discrimination against the United Mr. LODGE. I am not getting excited. I was getting em-
States in that bounty. It applies to all the world. phatic. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. It says here: l\fr. WILLIAMS. Well, emphatic, then.. I am discu sing the 
Which unduly or unfairly discriminates against the United States or equivalent ad Yalorem. Taldng the entire paragraph and 

the products thereof. the average ad valorem, we have only reduced it four and a: 
l\Ir. LODGE. It does not mention a bounty. ,.. fraction per cent, from 29.37 to 23.21, except when we come to 
Mr. WILLIAMS. No; it does not mention eo nominee a caviar, which we have regard~d as- a luxury, and on which we 

bounty. It provide&- have kept up the original :figure. Fish, skinned or boned, we 
That whenever the President shall ascertain n.s a fact that any coun~ have reduced 50 per cent. 

try, dependency, colony, province, or other political subdivision of gov- l\1r. LODGE. Mr. President--
ernment imposes any restrictions, either in the way of tariff rates or Mr. WILLIAMS. I did not want to argue the ca. e, but where 
p-rovlsions, trade or other regulations, charges or exactions, or In any less than one-third of '-h·e total consumption was imported--other manner, directly or indirectly, upon the importations into or sa113 ........., 
in uch foreign country o! any agricultural, manufactured, or oth-e-r :u.i·. LODGE. The :figures the Senator from MLsissippi has 
product of the United States which- been reading-the paragraph he has been discussing-I have 

"Which" refers back to all that- not alluded to at all. You have- blotted out half the fish duty. 
which unduly or unfairly discriminates against the United States o:r the Those are the ones I am speaking of. 
products thereof- Mr. WILLIAMS. You are talking of fresh fi h? 

Then, the next clause is when found unduly discriminating Mr. LODGE. I am not speaking of the protection on the 
upon the exportation of any article to the United States from l\Iaine sardine. 
that country, " or "-the next one is pretty broad- l\Ir. WILLIAMS. You are speaking about fresh fish. 
deres not accord to the products of the United States reciprocal and Mr. LODGE. Fresh :fish, salted fish, frozen fish, pickled :fish. 
equivalent treatment, he- Mr. WILLIAMS. As to fresh :fish, we hnve placed them upon 

That is, the President- the free list. 
shall have the power, and it shall be hi1! duty, to suspend by procl:una- Mr. LODGE. You have also smoked, drlea, frozen, and 
tion the operation of the provisiollB of this act. pickled, and all the salted fishes except sardines. 

And the :first minttoned among the list of things upon which Mr. WILLIAl\'IS. All right, M'r. President. 
he may make this readju·stment are ":fish, fresh, smoked, and The VICE PRESIDENT. The yens and nays have been 
driro, pickled, or otherwise prepared." ordered on agreeing to the amendmel).t proposed by the Senator 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I examined that provision with from Massachusetts, and the Secretary will call the roll. 
the most anxious care, for I was in strong- hopes t:hat I could The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 
find something in it, something which would errable the Pres!- Mr. CLARK of Wyoming (when his name was called). I 
dent to impo e the duties provided for in section 5 in the case have a general pair with the senior Senator from l\fissow1 
of the payment of the Canadian bounty, but there is nothing in [Mr. STONE], who is absent from the Chamber. I will transfer 
tbe wording of that section which gives him any power to do it. the pair to the junior Senator from l\Iuine [Mr. BUlU.EIGII]. I 
There is nothing discriminatory against the United States either vote "yea." 
in the duty that Canada impo es m· the bounty she pay~ To Mr.. SHEPPARD (when l\fr. CULBERSON's name was called). 
give the President power to act under section 5 there bas to My colleague [Mr. CULBERSON] is uuavoidably absent. He is 
be a discriminai:ion, and there is no discrlmination here. It paired with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. nu PONT]. 
operates against us, and against us alone, it is very true, but Mr. KERN (when his name was called). I tr·ansfer my pair 
it stands in the law as applying to all the world. There is no with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BRADLEY] to the Senator 
discriminati-on against our products, and the bounty is, of from Maine [Mr . JOHNSON] and vote "nay." 
course, a domestic affair and does n-0t come within that clause. Mr. SAULSBURY (when his name was called) . I transf~r 
I wish it did come within it, but there is no relief there. my pair with. the junior Senator from Rhod-e Island [Mr. CoLTJ 

l\fr. BRISTOW. I understand the amendment offered by the to the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. HITCHcocKJ and vote. I 
Senator from Massachusetts is the present law. vote "nay."' 
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Mr. THOM.AS (when his name was called). I again transfer 

my general pair with the senior Senator from New York [Mr. 
Roo'i'] to the Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. GoxE]. I ·rnte 
"nay." 

Mr. WILLIAMS (when his name was called) . Making the 
same announcement I made on the last roll call, I vote "nay." 

The roll call was concluded. 
Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. I wish to announce the pair of 

the senior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CIIILTON] with 
the junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. J'acxsoN]. 

Mr. BRYAN. I h·ansfer my pair with the Senator from Michi
gan [Mr. Tow~sEND] to the Senator from l\Iississippi [Mr. 
VARDA.MAN] and vate "nay." 

~.fr. BANKHEAD. I transfer my pair with the junior Sena
tor from West Virginia [l\lr. GoFF] to the j ;1nior Senntor from 
Tennessee [.Mr. SHIELDS] and vote "nay." 

Mr. LODGE (after having voted in the affirmative). I ask 
if the junior Senator from Georgia [Mr. SMrrII] h:::ts Toted? 

The VICE PRESIDE.r :rT. He has not. 
Mr. LODGE. I ham a general pair with that Senator. I 

transfer it to the Senator from Califomia [Mr. WORKS], and 
let my vote stand. 

Mr. LANE. I desire to state that the senior Senator from 
Oregon [Mr. CHA...'\ffiERLAIN] is unavoidably absent. Ile is 
paired with the Senator from Pennsylrnnia [Mr. OLIVER] . 

The result was announced-yeas 27, nars 36, as follows : 

Bi-ady 
Brandegee 
Bristow 
Burton 
Catron 
Clark. Wyo. 
Crawford 

Ashurst 
Bacon 
Bankhead 
Bryan 
Clarke, Ark. 
Fletcher 
Hollis 
Hughes 
James 

YE.A.S-27. 
Di lli nghru:n 
Fall 
GalliDger 
Gronna 
Jones 
Kenyon 
La :b'ollette 

Lodge 
McLean 
Nelson 
Norris 
Page 
Perklns 
Poindexter 

NAYS-36. 
Kern 
Lane 
Lewis 
Martin, Va. 
l\fartlne, N. J". 
Myers 
O'Gorman 
Overman 
Owen 

Pomerene 
Ransdell 
Reed 
Robinson 
Saulsbury 
Sha.froth 
Sheppard 
Shively 
Simmons 

NOT VOTING-32. 
Borah Cummins Lippitt 
Bradley du Pont l\IcCumber 
Burleigh Goff New lands 
Chnmberlnln Gore Oliver 
Chilton llltchcock: Penrose 
Clapp Jackson Pittman 
Colt t .John on Root 
Culberson Lea Shields 

So l\Ir. LonoE's amendment was rejected. 

Sherman 
Smith, Mich. 
Smoot 
Sutherland 
W:.u'ren 
'iVceks 

Smith, Ariz. 
Smith, S. C. 
Swanson 
Thomas 
'.rhompson 
Thornton 
Ti!lman 
Walsh 
Williams 

Smith, Ga. 
Smith, Md. 
Stephenson 
Sterling 
Stone 
Townsend 
Vardaman 
Works 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I wish to call the attention of 
the Senator having the bill in cha.rge to the la~t two lines of 
paragraph 222. The present law in relation to pineapples pre
served in their own juice re::tds: 

Pineapples preserved in their own juice, not !laving sugar, spirits, or 
molasses added thereto. 

I remember very well why those words were included in the 
law of 1009. In the law of 1897 they were not in.eluded, and 

· the words of the law of 1897 are the words used in the pending 
blll. The question arose in a good many case as to what it 
actually meant, and there were a number of decisions ttnd end
less litigation on it, it being held that pineapples containing 
np to 33 per cent sugar were not dptiable as fruits preserved in 
sugar, but pineapples pre~erYed in their own jutce. 

It is possible that this provision would be interpreted as 
indicating an intention on the part of the Congress to single 
out pineapples from the general provision of fruit containing 
sugar. Therefore I offer an amendment. After the word 
"juice," in line 6, page 61, I move to insert the words: 

Not having sugar, spirits, or molasses added thereto. 
I will assure the Senator from Mississippi if those words are 

not included in thh:: law the same litigation will be passed 
through again that was passed through uuder the law of 1897. 
I ask for a vote upon the amendment, unless the Senator will 
accept it . . 
. The VICE PRESIDENT. That is paragraph 222. Para

graph 221 has not yet been passed upon. 
i\Ir. WILLIAMS. The litigation to which the Senator from 

Utah refers seems to have been a litigation which was carried 
to a conclusion. The principle involved seems to have been 
adjudicated, for I find that it was held in a number of deci
sions that pineap11les containing up to 33 per cent of sugar were 
not dutiable as fruits preserved in sugar but as fruits pre
served in their own juice. I suppose the idea in the mind of 
the House was to permit this leeway of 33 per cent, which is 

the decision under the previous law, where the language of the 
bill a s pa ssed by the House was decided to be a line of dem:uca
tion between pineapples preserved in their own j uice and arti
ficially treated with sugar. 

Mr. SMOOT. The result will be that if we strike out these 
words now, after the litigation which has been passed through, 
the importers will ta.ke it that we have singled out pineapples 
only, whereas this applies to all kinds of fruits; and with those 
words in there would be no question about it. 

I think I have done my dnty in offering this amendment, 
and if the Senator does not want to accept it, of course, well 
and good. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I believe I should like to have that sugges
tion go back to the committee. 

Mr. SMOOT. That will be perfectly satisfactory, Mr. Presi
dent. I offered it with no intention of finding fault whatever. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I believe I would rather look into it a little 
further. 1\fy own opinion is that the intention of the House was 
to allow 33 per cent sugar content to be regarded as pineapples 
presery-ed in their own juice. nut I would rather look into it 
a little further. 

The VICE PRESIDE1'1T. Without objection, the paragraph 
goes back to the committee. 

Mr. J'ONES. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Paragraph 221 has not yet been 

passed on by the Senate. The committee amendment has not 
been acted upon. 

Mr. JO~"ES. If paragraph 221 has not been passed upon I 
want to ask the Senator in charge of this part of the · bill a 
question. Under the first part of paragraph 221 the average 
rate at the present time is twenty-nine and a fraction per cent. 
The House reduced it to 20 per cent. The committee bas raised 
it to 25 per cent. In the other bracket the present rate is 30 
per cent for fish not specially provided for in tin packages, a.nd 
so forth. The committee has reduced that 50 per cent. · Upon 
what theory did the committee make so much greater reduc
tion on that bracket than on the fust? 

Mr. WILLI.Al\IS. I will state, Mr. President, that when we 
came to the first part of the paragraph there was a good deal 
of complaint here. On the coast of l\Iaine they capture a little 
herring and can it and call it a sardine. I reckon it is just 
about as good as the sardine, except that 1t is not. The Maine 
fishing laws are so much more stringent than the laws just 
across in Nova Srotia regarding :fishing in season and all that, 
that those people convinced the subcommittee, of which I was 
a member, that with the duty as fixed by the House they would 
have to move their plants over to Nova Scotia. Not being de
sirous of uselessly injuring anybody in connection with an article 
which was not an absolute necessity, and belieYing we would 
get as good a revenue for a reason which I will explain in a 
moment, we raised that duty. 

Mr. J'ONES. I am not complaining about that raise. 
Mr . WILLIAMS. I understand the Seruitor. I am stating 

the distinction which we made. Then we concluded that the 
sardine that is really imported is the genuine Mediterranean 
sardine, which is a luxury. The so-called sardines up there in 
Maine are canned and sold for 6 cents or 5 cents a box. These 
others, Mediterr!lnean, sell, as we know, up to 20 and 30 cents. 
We concluded that they would all come in anyhow, and if we 
raised the duty 5 per cent nbove the House rate we would not 
import any less sardines and we would get a better revenue. 

'When we came to the second part of the paragraph we found 
that nobody took the trouble to make any complaint. We found 
by experience that when th-0se who have a special interest in this 
kind of business need protection there is complaint. The rate 
was certainly high enough. The only question was whether it 
was not too high. 

Ur. JONES. I wish to ask whether canned salmon come 
under the second bracket? I think they do. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Are they put up in oil? 
Mr. J'ONES. I do not think so . . 
Mr. WILLI AMS. If they are they com0 under the first 

bracket; if not, they come under the second. 
l\Ir. J ONES. I think they come under the second. I am not 

sure but that I have some letters in reference to that proposi
tion, and I should like the matter to go over until I can examine 
it and see whether or not I haw some suggestions with refer
ence to it. 

l\fr. WILLIAMS. I am perfectly willing to do'that. 
We passed over while the Senator was out paragraph 222. 

As the Senator has come back, is he ready to take that up now? 
Mr. J'ONES. I am ready. 
Mr. SdOOT. In connection with paragraph 221, before w~ 

pass upon the increased. rate, I simply want to sey that on fish 
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where the specific rate is H· cents, the equivalent ad valorem is 
20.21 per cent. I take for granted that the Senator, from his 
statement, stated the fact--

Mr. Wii,LI.AlHS. I stated the facts as they were represented 
to me; I do not know. · · 

:Mr. JONES. I will say I have no objection to a vote on the 
committee amendment. Then I should like to have the para
graph go over. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment, which will IJe stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 60, line 9, paragraph 221, after the 
word "cans," strike out "20" and insert "25," so as to make 
the paragraph read : 

221. Fish, except shellfish, by whatever name known, packed in oil 
or in oil and other substa nces, in bottles, jars, kegs, tin boxes, or cans, 
25 per cent ad valorem ; all other fish, except shellfish, in tin packages, 
not specially provided for in this section, 15 per cent ad valorem; caviar 
and other preserved roe of fish, 30 per cent ad valorem; fish, skinned 
01· boned, three-fourths of 1 cent per pound. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
1\Ir. JONES. In paragraph 222, line 15, page 60, I mo\e to 

strike out "10 " and insert " 13" before " cents." 
The VICE PRESIDENT. That paragraph has been by linani

mous consent recommitted to the committee. 
l\fr. WILLIA.MS. I beg the President's pardon if he so 

understood me. I asked that the last clause of the paragraph, 
"pineapples preserved in their own juice, 20 per cent ad va
lorem," be recommitted to the committee. The balance of the 
paragraph I did not ask to ha\e recommitted. The amendment 
is in order now. 

Mr. JONES. I thought we could dispose of my amendment. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The order will be set aside, then, 

referring it to the committee. The amendment of the Senator 
from Washington will be stated. _ 

The SECRETARY. On page 60, line 15, paragraph · 222, before 
the word " cents," strike out " 10 " and in lieu insert " 13," so 
as to read: 

.Apples, peaches, quinces, cherries, plums, and pears, green or ripe, 
13 cents per bushel of 50 pounds. 

l\1r. JONES. l\fr. President, just a word. The tariff on 
apples, peaches, and so forth, going into Canada is 13 cents for 
50 pounds. The only complaint I have from our growers with 
reference to this provision in the bill is that we are placing the 
ta.riff lower than the adjoining country. The tariff now is 25 
cents on 50 pounds. The House has cut that to 10 cents. Our 
people ask that we put them, as far as the tariff is concerned, 
upon an equality with our Canadian friends across the line. 
1.rhey can not understand why we should voluntarily place our 
tariff below that of the adjoining country. They are not object
ing to a reduction of the tariff, and they are not objecting to a 
large reduction, but they can not understand why, when we are 
making a reduction of duties on imports into this counh·y, we 
should put the tariff 3 cents below what they put upon our fruit 
going into that country. That is the principal reason why I 
offer this amendment. 

I suppose that labor conditions in connection with the grow
ing of fruit are very much the same in Canada as labor condi
tions in this country, except that I am satisfied that as to a 
great many sections the land values are much higher in this 
country than they are in Canada. I know that to the north of 
my State in the central part, there are several hundred thou
sand, if not two or three million, acres of land that are being 
irrigated and have been planted largely with fruit trees which 
are coming into bearing and which will form a very formidable 
and very actiYe competition in our own markets with our own 
fruit. 

It does seem to me that it is nothing but fair and right that 
we should place upon fruit coming from another country the 
same rate at least that they impose against fruit from our 
country. Of course, I recognize that this rate applies to all 
countries, but I think the ma.in competition comes from our 
northern neighbor. So I hope the committee will not oppose 
fixing this duty at the low rate of 13 cents, instead of 10 cents 
a bushel. 

l\Ir. WILLIAMS. There could not be any more unsound rule 
of taxation adopted in the world than to fix your rate because 
some other nation had fixed the same or a higher rate against 
you. If they had fixed the same rate against you for protective 
purposes, it was because they thought you could undersell them. 
That would tencl to show that for protecti\e purposes you did 
not need any rate at all. If they fixed it for revenue purposes, 
then when you came to fix your rate for revenue purposes, you 
ought to fix it by the rate that you thought would girn you the 
most re\euue with the least burden. We thought 10 cents 
would gi\-e enough. Apples do not need any protection that I 

know of from Canada, nor, by the way, do Canadian apples 
need any from us. To say that because Canada wants to punish 
her people who want to buy American apples from Washington 
and Oregon by making them pay 13 cents a bushel more, even 
if true, is no reason why we should make our people pay 3 
cents a bushel more for Canadian apples if they want them, if 
we think 10 cents is a sufficient revenue to raise upon apples. 
- Mr. JONES. Of course, I understand that this bill is framed 

with no purpose whatever of protecting our people from anybody 
else; that it is framed entirely for re\enue. purposes; and yet 
I have noticed very frequently that in explanations made with 
reference to why a duty is placed at this or why it is placed-at 
that rate, other conditions have been taken into account in a 
great many instances. 

Mr. WILLIA IS. Undoubtedly; but the other conditions 
0

do 
not exist in this case. 

l\lr. JONES. Oh, yes; of course it is not identical with some 
conditions that exist in another case; and yet this simply illus
trates how easy it is to justify a rate under a bill framed for 
purposes of revenue. Of course if any objection is made to a 
rate, you can say "we simply put it on at that rate for revenue 
purposes," and that is all there is to it. Well, there is no 
answer, of course, to that proposition. Then in another case, 
if you want to justify it on another ground, you are _at perfect 
liberty to do it. It shows the elasticity of framing a tariff bill 
"for revenue only." 

It does seem to me, however, where there is a country that is 
likely to be a competitor in an article in which our people are 
\ery much interested, that it is justifiable for us in framing our 
tariff to take into account their tariff on the same proposition. 

l\Ir. President, I ask for the yeas and nays on the amendment. 
l\Ir. WILLIAMS. The higher the protection, then, that Ca

nadians tllought they needed against you, the higher would be 
the protection that you think you need against them. That is 
the logic of the argument. I lea\e it to fall by its own 
weight. 

The yeas a.nd nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Ur. KERN (when his name was called). I transfer my 
pair with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BRADLEY] to the 
Senator from Nebraska [l\Ir. HITCHCOCK] and vote. I -rote 
"nay." · 

l\1r. LODGE (when his name was called), I haYe a general 
pair with the junior Senator from Georgia [Mr. SMITH]. In 
his absence I transfer that pair to the Senator from California 
[l\Ir. WORKS] and vote. I vote "yea." 

l\Ir. SAULSBURY (when his name was called). I transfer 
my pair with the junior Senator from Rhode Island [l\Ir. COLT] 
to the Senator from Maine [Mr. JOHNSON] and vote. I vote 
"nay." 

Mr. THOMAS (when his name was called). I again trans
fer my general pair with the Senator from New York [Mr. 
RooT] to the Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. GORE] ancl yote. 
I vote "nay." . 

1\Ir. WILLLU1S (when his name was called). Making the 
same announcement in regard to my pair and its transfer which 
I made upon the last roll call, I will vote. I vote "nay." 

The roll call was concluded. 
l\Ir. LANE. I wish to again announce that the senior Sena

tor from Oregon [l\1r. CHAMBERLAIN] is unavoidably absent, 
and that he is paired with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
OLIVER] . 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I mal{e the same announcement I made 
on the previous roll call as to my pair and its transfer, nnd I 
will \ote. I vote "nay." I desire this announcement to Mnnd 
for the remainder of the day. 

Mr. BRYAN. I transfer my pair with the Senator from 
Michigan [Mr. TOWNSEND] to the Senator from Illinois [:Mr. 
LEWIS] and vote. I vote "nay." 

The result was announced-yeas 25, nays 36, as follows : 

Brady 
Brandegee 
Bristow 
Burton 
Catron 
Gallinger 
Gronna 

Ashurst 
Bacon 
Bankhead 
Bryan 
Clarke, .Ark. 
Fletcher 
Hollis 
Hughes 
James 

YEAS-25. 
Jones 
Kenyon 
La Follette 
Lodge 
McLean 
Xelson 
Norris 

~:~;ins 
Poindexter 
Sherman 
Smith, l\Iich. 
Smoot 
Sterling 

N.d..YS-36. 
Kern 
Lane 
Martin, Ya. 
Martine, I • J. 
Myers 
O'Gorman 
Overman 
Owen 
Pittman 

Pomerene 
Ransdell 
Reed 
Robinson 
Saulsbury 
Sbafroth 
Sheppard 
Shively 
Simmons 

Sutherland 
'l'hornton 
Warren 
Weeks 

Smith, Ariz. 
Smith, S. C. 
Swanson 
Thomas 
Thompson 
Tm man 
Vnrdaman 
Walsh 
Williams 
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NOT VOTING-M. 

Borah Culberson Johnson 
; llradley Cummins Lea 
Burleigh Dillingham Lewis. 
Chamberlain du Pont Lippitt 
Chilton Fall Mccumber 
Clapp Golf New lands 
Clark, Wyo. Gore Oliver 
Colt Hitchcock Penrose 
Crawford Jackson Root 

So the amendment of l'lfr. JONES was rejected. 

Shields 
Smith, Ga. 
Smith, Md. 
Stephen~'On 
Stone 
Townsend 
Works 

l\Ir. WEEKS. Mr. President, is the paragraph still open to 
amendment'! 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is still open to amendment. 
1\Ir. WEEKS. On page 60, line 17, I move to amend by strik

ing out the figures " 10" and insert the figures "25," so as to 
read: 

Cranberries, 25 per cent ad valorem. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 

offered by the Senn.tor from Massachusetts. 
Mr. WEEKS. l\fr. President, the ·reason I move this amend

ment is tha.t the only supply of cranberries we obtain in this 
country, except what are produced here, comes from Canada. 
and the Canadian preferential rate of duty is 1 H per cent; the 
intermediate rate is 22! per cent; and the regular rate, which 
applies against this country, is 25 per cent. I see no reason for 
making our rate on cranberries lower than the rate which Can-

' ada imposes on our cranberries, especially when the eranberries 
produced in the United States come from States comparatively 
near the Canadian line. 

Mr. THORNTON. Did I rmda-stand the Senator from Mas
sachusetts to say that the Canadian rate was 25 per cent? 

l\fr. WEEKS. Ye ; the rate is 25 per cent against us. 
The VICE PilESIDEl\~. The question is on the amendment 

proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts. 
The amendment was rejected. 
'.l'he VICE PRESIDENT. In order to keep the record 

straight, the Chair will state that the par~graph is recommitted 
to the Committee on Finan<!e. · 

The reading of the bill was resumed, and the Secretary read 
paragraph 226. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair inquires of the Senator 
from Mississippi whether paragrapl1 223 went over? It was so 
announced awhile since. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. No; I did not so understand. I heard no 
request to that effect. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair so understood. 
llr. WILLI.A.MS. That paragraph did not go over so far as I 

know. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The committee amendment to para

graph 223 will now be stated. 
The SECRETARY. The Committee on Finance reported an 

amendment to paragraph 223, on page 61, line 10, before the 
words " per pound/' by striking out " 2 cents " and inserting 
"1 cent," so as to make the paragraph read: 

223. Figs, 2 cents per paund; plums, prunes, and prunelles, 1 cent 
per pound; raisins and other dried grapes, 2 cents per pound; dates. 1 
cent per p-0und; currants, Zante or otheT, 1 cent per pound; olives. 15 
cents per gallon. 

The amendment was ~greed to. 
The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in 

paragraph 227, page 62, line 3. after the word "thousand," to 
insert "bananas, one-tenth of 1 cent per pound," so as to make 
the paragraph read: 

· 227. Pineapples, in barrels or other packages, 6 cents per cublc 
foot of the capacity of the barrels or packages ; in bulk, $5 per thou
sand; bananas, one-tenth of 1 cent per pound. 

Mr. BUilTO .... T. Mr. President, I trust this amendment recom
mended by the Finance Committee will not be adopted. The 
bftnana is one of a multitude of items upon which this bill pro
poses to levy a duty where no duty existed before, and I think 

, it one of the most objectionable products which could have been 
' selected for that purpose. If the committee intends to adopt I the principle of le:rying duties upon noncompeting products, 
I there is an immense field from which they could have drawn. 
r It would include coffee, it would include tea, and, passing to the 
i category of materials for manufacture, it would ha·rn included 
crude rubber. Bananas are certainly the most objectionable of 
them :;ill• ~aase they are a food of the poor, a food which is 
increasing enormously in use in our own country. 

I have before me an artiele in the latest issue of the North 
'American Review, by Chester Lloyd Jones, professor in the 
Uni>ersity of Wisconsin, in which he gives some valuable figures 
in regard to the- increase in the consumption of this article. 
It appears that in the year 1912 continental United States alone 
consumed 44,520,539 bunches of l>ana.nas, or over 60 bananas 

for each man, woman, and Child in the Union. That means 
between 25 and 30 pounds per inhabitant 

The ronsumers of this ai-ticle include a large number of our 
foreign population-Italians, perhaps, more than any others. I 
have a communkntion from the east side of the city of New 
York in which it is stated that it is becoming a leading article 
of food there. Some years ago it may have been regarded as a 
quasi luxury, but it is not now, by nny means, and it is es
pecially the food of thoEe who desire to economize by avoiding 
the purchase of the more expensive articles of diet. 

Another set of figures which show how the consumption has 
increased is derived from the value of the imports. In 1900 
the value of the imports of bananas into the United States was 
$5,877,835. By 1910 the value had reached $11,642,000; and in 
1912 the value of the imports was $14,36 ,000, nearly three 
times as great a value as in the year 1900. 

Up to date much the larger share of the consumption of 
bananas has been in the United States--probably mor.e thnn 
four-fifths of the whole. Bananas, bowe>er, are now becoming 
a prominent article of food in other counb.·ies. At :Manchester 
in the year 1909 there was a warehouse which had been con
structed for the express purpose of storing banana , and ship 
wei-e prodded for the purpose of bringing them from the West 
Indies. Cnlculations evidently were made in reliance upon a: 
great increase in the trade. 

In France. in the year 1908, the imports were 5,691.6 tons; 
in 1911, 17,813 tons-three times as much. GeTmany took only 
320 metric tons in 1 99, but in 1911 the amount had increa ed to 
30,438 tons. A similar increase is shown in Holland where, in 
the year 1907, 100 tons were brought in, while in 1910, 3,000 
tons were imported. 

This incrense in the consumption in other countries assumes 
especial importance, because, at least according to the theory 
upon which this bill seems to have- been framed, countries which 
buy articles like bananas give their own products in exchange, 
and the great increase of bnnana imports in these other coun
tries means an increase of their exports to the Caribbean coun
tries where heretofore we ha Ye had the preponderance of h·ade. 

In England there is no duty on bananas; in Germany there 
is none; in Ilolland there is no duty; in France there is a 
small duty, ulong with that on other kinds of fruit. 

I wish to call nttention in the next place, l\.Ir. President. to 
the fact that bananas are purchased from countries with which 
we have the most friendly rel!.!tions, and where year by year \Ye 
are gaining the greater ehnre of their trade. 

Another p-0int to be made in this connection-and it is a 
Yery important point-is that up to date nearly all of their ex
ports to the- United States are admitted free of duty. The 
banana. is produced for the most pa.rt around the Caribbean Sea. 
Jamaica is the leading place of production. Next to Jamaica 
comes Honduras, next Costa Ricn, then Panama, then Cuba 
nnd Nicaragua, Guatemala, allii Colombia. Practically each of 
these countries supply the United States with more than a 
million bunches of bflnanas; indeed, bananas are the le:iding 
expo.rt in many of these conn.tries. 

The total value of the exports from Jamaica in the year 1912 
was £2,948,000. Of these exports bananas made up £1,456,000, 
or very nearly half of the whole. 

I call attention to the statistics in regard to culti'rntion: In 
the island of Jamaica of acres planted in sugar cane there 
were 34,7GG; planted in coffee, 24,433; in tobacco, 004; in 
bananas, 82.4~5, or considerably more than all the combined 
acreage of sugar cane, coffee, and tobacco. 

The total value of the exports from Honduras in 191Z wns 
£630,146. I gi>e the figures in pounds because they are derh·ed 
from the Sta.tesm:rn' Yearbook. Of this 1alue bananas made up 
£267,535. From Costa Rica the total export~ were Yalued at 
£1,883,546, of which bananas made up £S90,870. 

On the other hand, we have about two-thirds of the export 
trade of Jamaica.. That island is coming to be like Canada, :i 
eountry which, notwithstanding its political affiliations with 
England, neverthele s obtains the greatest share of its imported 
cemmodities from the United States. 

Of the imports into Hondmas in 1912, 71 per cent came from 
the United States; and of the imports into Costa Rica, 46.29 
per cent. 

Now, let us notice for a moment the treatment that we give 
to tl'lese countries as regards imports from them. In the year 
1912, of the imports into the United States from Jamaica -96.46 
per cent were free of duty. If this duty on bananas should be 
imposed, the percentage would be diminished from 96.46, I 
think, to a figure below 50. 

Of the imports into the United States from Honduras in the 
same year, 99.78 per cent-very nearly all-came in free of 
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duty. A very radical change would be made in this regard, di4 

mini hing the percentage of nondutiable imports from nearly 
100 to about one-half, and perhaps to a lower figure than that. 
I have not made the exact computation. 

Of the imports into the United States from Costa Rica, 99.88 
per cent were free of duty; of the imports from Nicaragua, 
DD. S per cent-the same percentage-were free of duty. 

It thus appears that we have given the most liberal treatment 
to the products of those counb.·ies. Several of them, especially 
tho"'e in Central America and Jamaica, depend in a very great 
degree for their prosperity on the sale of this artide, and here 
it is propo ed to change radically our relations with each of 
those countries by imposing, against their protest, a material 
duty on an essential article of food. 

Mr. President, it was claimed by every Democratic speake1; 
from the stump last autumn that one of the missions of the 
De;nocratic Party, one of the reasons why it should be intrusted 
with power was to diminish the price of food ; and yet, with a 
multitude of other sources of revenue, one of the first things 
they do is to impose this duty, which, as it is computed, a.mounts 
to a bout 15.Gl per cent, 1.lpon an article which I think I may 
sny more than any other is the food of people of limited means 
in the United States. It seems to me it is an absolute betrayal 
of platform promises; it is imposing a tax upon the people who 
are subjected to the greatest hardship of any of our population 
in obtaining sufficient food for their sustenance. It sounds very 
._,mall-oue-tenth of 1 per cent-but everybody knows that with 
an imposition of the duty not only the amount of that duty is 
added, but there is the yexation and expenses of the custom
house and the change in the course of trade which is created 
by taking an article from the free list and putting it upon the 
dutiable list. 

There is one other appeal which I desire to make in this 
connection, Mr. President--

Mr. THO~lAS. :Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio yield 

to the Senator from Colorado? 
Mr. BURTON. Certainly. 
l\Ir. THOl\fAS. If I remember correctly, when the Senator 

poke upon the general subject of this bill about two weeks ago 
he stated that some proposed reductions or additions to the free 
l i t would not affect to the consumer the price of the article. I 
i::hould like to ask him if he thinks this small duty would add 
to the price of the article to the consumer? 

:llr. BURTON. If I did make any such reference-and I 
fancy I did-it was not to this class of articles at all. 

lr. THO~fAS. I think it was sugar. 
l\Ir. BURTON. Well, when we come to sugar I will discuss 

that and endeavor to show the exceptional conditions prevail
ing in that case. Sugar is an entirely different food from 
bananas. 

!!Ir. TH0~1AS. It is a necessary of life, as I understand the 
Senator. 

:;,\fr. BURTON. Oh, yes. Another point everyone realizes 
i that sugar, having been produced as well as consumed 
here for many years, is an article of more general consump
tion than bananas, and that a very large share of those who 
buy it haye ampler means and can more readily pay any tax. 

Mr. THO~fAS. I understood the Senator to say that bananas 
were becoming a general universal article of food-a necessity 
of lite. 

Mr. BURTON. Oh, I do not think I said that. I would say 
that they are becoming more and more the food of persons of 
more limited means. I mentioned some of those who purchased 
them. 
_ :llr. President, if there is any one thing in our diplomatic 
political policy hich we should observe now, it is friendly 
relations with the countrie to the .south of us. They ha Ye been 
mi understood by the whole world. Their rich resources have 
be~n exploited by aliens from every land. The general opinion 
has come to be accepted that they are constantly engaged in 

. rernlutions and that they have the limitations that belong to a 
tropical climate and arise from the mingling of different races 
under the same political jurisdiction. But those who would be 
their most unfriendly critics must admit that they have made won
derful progress in the last few decades. That progress may not 
have been equal in all of them, but it has been most apparent in 
e ery one. Their future is bright. Our political, social, and eco
nomical relations with them must be closer every year. 

We owe to them a peculiar responsibility. Just as the New 
World is geographically distinct from the Old World, so also it 
.has its political affiliations and ties. If we should not succeed 
in establishing that comity and friendly relation with some of 
the countries of the eastern continent which we desire, there is 
at least the opportunity for us to manifest that consideration 

for the States of Central and South America which the stronger 
should always give to the weaker1 and to create those enduring 
relations of friendship which should exist between all the 
Americas. This will benefit us no less than them. 

Mr. LA.NE. Mr. President, if the Senator will yield to me, I . 
should like to say just a word in relation to this matter in all 
kindliness. ' 

Out on the Pacific coast, and throughout the entire Northwest, 
the people have planted thousands and thousands of acres of 
their lands in orchards. I guess I am strictly within the bounds 
of fact when I say it has been done by the square mile. They 
will soon be in bearin00, bearing apples and other fruits which 
are very much more nutritious and palatable than the banana 
shipped from the far southern countries. Those people are 
very anxious when the Panama Canal is opened, as it will be in 
a very short time, to come into the market on the Atla.µtic coa t, 
where the people are so much in need of fruit. They wi h to 
introduce their products there, and thereby to give mutual 
benefit to .all parties concerned. I hope the Senator will take 
that matter into consideration. The Senator from Washington 
[Mr. JoNES] will confirm what I harn said. There are a gre~t 
many of these people on the Pacific coa t. 

Mr. JONES. l\fr. President, I can confirm that, but I wish 
to ask the Senator whether or not thi is intended as a pro- · 
tective duty? 

l\fr. LANE. No; I think not. I think it just accidentally 
happens that way. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BURTON. l\lr. President, I can not imagine any reason 
for mentioning this fact that in the Senator's State the produc
tion of apples is increasing, except that he looks askance upon 
the coming of the banana; that there is a pet product in his 
State to which he wishes to give preference and a peculiar 
advantage. He may call it protection, he may call it local inter
est or whatever it may be, but if his argument has any force 
it is that we should protect him against the growing im
portation of the banana. Yet, I do not expect that at any tirue 
in the discussion of this bill the Senator from Oregon will stray 
into the protectirn camp. Ile may come as far as the border 
of Oregon, but he will neyer come so far as to accept the ge:::ieral 
principle. It will not affect his action here in Washington. 

Ir. LANE. l\fr. President, will the Senator permit me a 
moment further? 

Mr. BURTON. Certainly. 
Mr. LA.l~E. The fact is, Senators, that the people in that 

part of the country have oYerplanted with orchards. There i 
no doubt that they have. It is a matter of neces~ity with 
them. You may lay aside any idea of protection or revenue or 
matters of that sort. Their Yery existence, almost, is dependent 
upon it. Anyhow, the facts exist, and I want to call your at
tention to it, and I hope you will be merciful to those people. 

Mr. BURTON. .Mr. President, I think we are merciful to 
them when we pay 5 or 10 cents apiece for one of their apples. 
According to the principle I haYe heard advocated so much on 
the other side, practically there is no such thing as an over
supply of commoditie . Like Adam and Eve when they were 
banished from the Garden of Eden, the world is all before them 
where to go. If there is a big supply in this countr~, they can 
ship to some other. I really think the Senator from Oregon will 
find that no matter how many acres his constituents plant in ap
ples, there will be an ample market for them. We should like 
some of them here on the Atlantic coast. We are ready to con
sume them, and while we have not, perhaps, been yery louilly com
plaining about the price, we would welcome a omewhat cheaper 
rate upon them than we llave been enjoying in the pa t. I 
think probably if the price were lower we woul<l consume more 
of them. 

l\Ir. President, I regard this amendment here as a1to,.,c ther 
out of line with a rational protective policy. I regard it as 
imposing a burden upon a very large class of our people, includ
ing many of those who have come from abroad and wUh whom 
it is a favorite food, and again I say it is unjust to these coun
tries arotmd the Caribbean, after we ha ,.e for yenr been prac
tically admitting all their products free, to levy this duty ·and 
thus impose a serious handicap upon them. 

Mr. WILLI.A.MS. l\Ir. President, it is a fact well known to 
those who know him and .love him that when he does try to look 
secious nobody in the world can look more serious than my 
genial friend the Senator from Ohio. The country may belieye 
to-morrow, when it reads what he has said, that he was dis
tressed to death. Those of us who know him know that he was 
acting distress. 

There is one consolation about this tax upon bananas, at any 
rate, and that is that every dollar of it will go into the TreRsury 
of the people. When the people pay two and a quarter millions 
of dollars extra for their bananas, if the ultimate consumers 
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sba11 pay it, they will have the satisfaction of knowing that 
they still have the money; that while each individual buying 
bananas paid out his share of it, the people in the aggregate 
ham it all, yet it can be devoted to the purposes of the Gov-
ernment. . 

Wllen we taxed oranges and lemons and pineapples and 
limes and all these things, no voice of complaint was heard 
from the Senator from Ohio or from anybody else over there. 
"\Vhy? Because a part of those taxes went into the pockets of 
certain interested parties who had influence at the polls, who 
wanted a ta..""r levied on the people in order that it might pro
tect or, rather, profit them. Therefore there was a special in
terest underlying it. There is no special interest underlying 
~ tax on bananas. Every dollar of the tax levied on the people, 

t far as bananas are concerned, will go to the Government. 
Mr. BURTON. Mr. President, will the Senator from l\lissis
ppi yield to me for a moment? 
:.\Ir. WILLIAMS. Yes; I yield. • 
Mr. BURTON. Does not the Senator from Mississippi know 

tllat witll the im1>osition of duties on raisins, prunes, oranges, 
and lemons, under the policy of the bill of 1890, the supply of 
those articles has so increased that not o'nly is the larger share 
of the demand satisfied at home, but the prices now are cheaper 
than they were then? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. If the Senator means to say that the im
position of a tax upon the various articles which he has men
tioned caused them to go down in price, or if he means to say, 
st ill more extremely, that his purpose and the purpose of others 
in fixing the tax upon these articles was that they might be re
duced in price, then he has said something that is precisely 
contrary to all that he and his party have professed, because 
tlley have professed that the purpose of levying the duty was 
to raise the price in order that the man who sold the product 
might niake a better profit and pay his laborers higher wages. 
You may rest assured that wherever the levying of a protectiv~ 
tariff of any description has been followed by lower prices than 
existed before, it has not been because of the levying of the 
tax, but bas been because of something else. 

You may rest assured of the fact that wherever a protective 
tax has been followed by the result of reducing the price the 
tax has failed in the purpose for which it was levied. But 
if the new position all at once taken by the Senator from 
Ohio were correct, then I might arrive at the conclusion that 
perhaps Hawaii and Porto Rico, and perhaps the Philippines
as long as the blessed archipelago is under our flag; God 
grant that it may not be for too long-might succeed in pro
ducing enough bananas to cheapen the cost to the American 
consumer. But wherever his party bas levied a duty, the pur
pose of the duty has failed if there has been a cheapening of 
the article. · 

I am not going to play with this proposition. Somebody is 
going to pay two and a quarter millions more for bananas. Of 
course they will have to do it. The tariff is a tax, and a tax is 
a burden, and somebody has to bear the burden. You can no 
more make people rich by burdening them than you can pull 
yourself over a fence by your boot straps; and when we levy 
th is tax upon bananas somebody will have to pay it. Who? 
The consumer. 

Who is the consumer? The general body of the American 
people. What is the burden? What is it on? If you ask me 
whether a tax is good or bad, I want to know first the rate of 
the tax, and I want to know next the article upon which it is 
levied, so that I may determine how burdensome it is to the 
general run of mankind. 

I want to know how necessary it is in their lines. 
Why, my friends, when people read the newspapers and the 

R E CORD to-morrow, they will think that the Senator from Ohio 
almost cried when he talked about putting a duty of one-tenth 
of 1 cent per pound upon a " basic food product of the people" 
in the shape of bananas. Yet, if I am not mistaken, he was one 
of the gentlemen who wanted to keep a duty upon bread, 
nnd upon meat, and upon potatoes, and upon apples, and upon 
eyerything else under the sun. · · 

I started to say something about "vota Italiano" at election 
time. .Maybe that has something to do with it. We impose a 
duty of one-tenth of 1 cent per pound on bananas. It 
t akes from four to five bananas to make a pound, depending 
upon the size of the banana. It would take five or six of these 
little Jamaican bananas to make a pound, I suppose-certainly 
five. One-fourth of one-tenth is one-fortieth of a cent on a 
banana. I have not the slightest doubt that this duty is going 
to impoverish the downtrodden workingman of this country. to 
the tune of one-fortieth of 1 cent for a banana; or, if it is 
one of the little Jamaican bananas, one-fiftieth of a cent for a 
banana. 

This is one of the things where perhaps the burden will not 
fall on the man who eats the fruit. It must fall on somebody.· 
I read the article to which the Senator refers. It was sent 
to every Senator here. It was very well written and very nice. 
I expect it was sent by the United Fruit Co. as a present to 
each Senator, in order that he might understand what the United 
Fruit Co. meant or wanted. 

Bananas are sold in the grocery stores, and they are sold 
from the little carts on the street corners for the nickel. If 
every cent of this tax is reflected upon the man who buys a 
nickel's worth of bananas it will be one-fourteenth of 1 cent for 
each nickel's worth. Now, bananas are not a necessary article 
of food, of course. Every one must know that. Bananas are 
in the United States a luxury. Every one of us knows that. 
They are a luxury which many poor people love and many poor 
people eat. In proportion us that is true they ought not to be 
made more costly to the people. Nevertheless, when you begin 
to talk about foodstuffs no American considers the banana a 
regular article of diet of the American people. 

We have not yet even learned to cook bananas green, as they 
do down in South and Central America, where they do more 
nearly take the place of a regular food. We eat them simply 
as a fruit. They are no more a part of our food in this coun
try than oranges, not so much as apples are, and yet these 
same gentlemen who quarrel about a duty of one-tentll of a 
cent per pound on bananas were trying half an hour ago to put 
a duty of 25 cents a bushel on apples ! · , 

I am afraid they think there is politics in this banana duty, 
and perhaps there may be; and perhaps for a little while some
body will carry it out to the consumer and lay the tax upon him. 
But very soon afterwards the man who does that will have to 
compete with the other little fellows that are peddling bananas, 
and with the other little grocers that are selling bananas; and 
I am almost tempted to say that this is one tax that will not be 
reflected in the final price to the men who eat the bananas. 
The United Fruit Co. will have to pay it. The jobbers will have 
to pay the United Fruit Co. The grocery men will have to pay 
them. But the amount of profit upon bananas now, between 
the time they are imported into New York and the time they go 
down the throats of the men who buy and eat them, is about 
100 per cent. The present price is made up in the meantime in 
the processes between the United Fruit Co. and the purchaser 
from the fruit stand. Carry one-tenth of 1 cent per pound 
down through all these processes and see what will become of it. 

If this duty adds anything to the price to the consumer it 
will add one-tenth of 1 cent per pound. If it is lost in the 
shuffle, as I verily believe it will be, somebody will have to make 
99.9 per cent profit instead of 100 per cent profit. 

Competition with abundant margin for competition may take 
care of that. 

If not, nobody will be bankrupted and the suffering poor will 
not suffer more than one-fortieth of 1 cent than they suffer now. 

I read the article that has been referred to and so abundantly 
quoted by the Senator from Ohio; and, as I have said, it is 
delightfully well written. It is remarkable that it should ha1e 
come out just at this- time, too, and that it should have 
been worded or headed or entitled the way it was. You would 
have thought the man who wrote it had no reference to anything 
in the world but the beautiful international relations between us 
and Jamaica and Central and South America. Beautiful coin
cidence! 

The United Fruit Co. imports nearly all the bananas that are 
imported into the United States. I have forgotten the propor
tion ; I had it in the subcommittee, but I have forgotten it now. 
My recollection is that it is about two-thirds, but I am not 
sure of that. 

.Mr. Sil\fMONS. Practically all except those that come from 
Jamaica. 

Mr. WILLIAl\IS. Practically all except about one-third of 
those that come from Jamaica. It not only does that, but it 
owns the ships in which they are brought; and that is not all. It 
has gone down there and has begun to buy up the lands, and it 
uses its ships to oppress the other people who raise bananas. 
It brings b~nanas from its plantations in Central America and 
the West Indies into this country Jn good condition when they are 
ripe, or when they are at the stage where they will become ripe 
by the- time they reach this country; and they tell the other 
fellow whose fruit is spoiling on the tree that they "have not 
room for his fruit this trip." In my private opinion, the United 
Fruit Co. will pay most of this tax in the long run. 

But suppose every man that buys a banana, every child that 
buys one, and everybody that goes to a circus and gets one at 
the circus, pays this duty at the rate of one-fiftieth of a cent per 
banana or one-fortieth of a cent per banana more than he would 
have paid otherwise. You still have the consolation of knowing 
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that e\ery dollnr, every dime, every nickel, every cent of the two 
and a quarter million dollars is in yoUT Treasury and still be
longs to you and that it was a real governmental tax levied and 
receh·ed by the Government, and that it did not leak on the· way 
into the pocket of some private special purpose. 

1'\Ir. President, the Go\ernment has a right to tax me . . I 
have said several times that it has a right to take 10 per cent 
or 50 per cent or 100 per cent of all I have, if nece~sary, in order 
to answer governmental purposes. It has a right to tax me on 
tobacco or on bananns or on land or in any other way it chooses 
that is necessary. But from my standpoint it has not any right 
to take one nickel out of my pocket in order to put it into the 
pocket of the Senator from Utah or the Senator from Wis
consin. 

True, the people pay this tax, but the people get the money. 
These other taxes-protective taxes-which never distressed 
any of the gentlemen, who haT"e suddenly discovered what a 
basic food product bananas are, leak on the way in greater or 
less proportions, and instead of landing in the people's Tren.sury 
they land in somebody's private treasury. 

This is ab.solutely a revenue duty, with not even incidental 
protection to any soul in the world. Senators on the other side 
have been twitting us about not having enough duties of that 
sort. This is one that is all right, at any rate. 

Mr. WEEKS. l\Ir. President, I present a protest to the Pr-esl
dent and Congress, signed by a large number of citizens, many 
of whom li"rn in the north end of Boston, a section of the city 
that i occupied very Ia.rg~ly by tllose of foreign birth or parent
age. I should like to have the protest read and printed as a 
p:irt ot my remarks, without taking the time to rea.d the names, 
which, howe-ver, I wish printed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. rs· there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and the Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows : 
To Hon. Presi<lent Wi'1Bon and the Members of the Sen.ate and House 

of Representatives, Washington, D. O.: ,,,. 
We, the undeTSigned, respectfully and earnestly petition you not to 

impose the propo ed tax on bananas. The ba.nana, as we all know, is 
scarcely les nutlitious than milk and long ago ceased to be a luxury. 
To-day tbe banana is universally regarded as one of the necessities of 
life. The price of bananas, i:nsteai'.l of going up. as have the' most of the 
othel" foodstufrs, ha1; gone down, and the quality of the fruit has been 
greatly improved. To impose this tax would mean to increase the 
present burden of the high cost of living. 

[No•.rR.-Original signatures of names below have been sent to Hon, 
Woodrow Wilson, President of the United States.] 

Arancle Bros. Co.i. .noston, Mass.; Joseph A. De Pesa, 302 
Main Street, Medford, Mass. ; Howard Halpin, 21 Pres
cott Street, Everett. :Mass. ; Ralph Santesuesse, 9 Am
brose· Street, Revere, Mas..s. ; Fred J~ Martell, 14 We t 
Dedham Street, Boston · Martin E . Adame, 87 High· 
land Road, Somerville, Mass.; John Halpin, 45 Pierce 
A venue, Everett. Ma s. ; G. C. Di Fatta, 15 Claybourne 

I 
Street, Dorchester ; Achille Forte, 322 Hanover Street, 
Boston ; Alfonso Gaetl, 708 Broadway, Revere ; E . C. 
B urbank, 39 Trne Street, Revere ; J. D. Zolla, 43 Tre
mont Street, Boston; L. A. Repetto, 10· Tremont Street, 
Bo ton; V. Garro, 286 Hanover Street, Boston; J. 
Pin ofsky. 13 Cottage Street, Revere; T. H. Kelley, 44 
Hanover Street, Boston ; A. c. Pettengill, Hotel Brews
ter, Boston i~A. Wbite, 22 Hanove:r Street, Boston.; C. ID. 
Leonardi, 4ii Tremont Street, Boston ; A. Fl. Crisafi, 
276 Hanover Street, Boston ; C. Dellorusso, 21 Chelsea 
Street , Boston ; L. De Cane, 541 Park Street, Dor
chester ; C. Peyser, 63 Myrtle Street, Boston ; A. 
Ianatto, 311 Howard Street, Boston ; A. Termine.tto, 41 
L ondon Street. East Boston ; A. Pinkofsky 2 Colla
more Place, Boston ; V. Corea, 139 Kittredge Street, 
Roslindale ; Henry Santosuosso, 41 Clark Street, Bos
ton ; J. Rogers, 358 Hanover Street, Boston; D. 
Shapiro, 492 Tremont Street, Boston ; E. Goldman. 23 
Intervale Street, Roxbury · M. Liberman, 14 West Ded
ham Street, Boston; C. C. Coleman, 19 Banks Sti·eet, 
We t Somerville; L. P. Woolf, 3 Spring Sh·eet, Dor· 
chester; T. J. Gradx1 43 Tremont Street, Boston; P. R. 
Zolla, 43 Tremont otreet, Boston: J . E'. Duffy. 43 'l're
mont Street. Boston; F. S. Campbell, 50 Rock A.venue, 
Lynn ; Charles lndigaro, E ast Boston; P. De Stefano, 
5 Winthrop Block, East Boston; A. Cangiano, Pember
ton Bnlldmg, Boston; F. L. Browne, 103 Intervale 
Street, Roxbury; G. Saverlno, 492 Commercial Street, 
Boston ; 11'. Ferrone, 968 Saratoga Street, East Boston ; 
J. Perrone, 968 Saratoga Street, East Boston; M. Gaeti, 
12!! Prince Street, Boston; J. J. Doherty,. 58 Stel'ling 
Sn·eet, Roxbury; W. A. Aylward. 179 M i:street, South 
Boston; L. Verdi, 240 State Sh·eet, Boston; F . W. 
McKee, 208 Shawmut Avenue, Boslion; F. SimOns, 296 
Washington Street, Boston~ .F. Flynn. 37 Green Street, 
Stoughton., Uass.; R. W. Maxwell, 75 Pleasant Street, 
Boston,; N. Zarella, 49a Bennington Street, East Bos
ton; ;i. . Morello, 14 North Square, Boston; F . Carey, 
5~ Henley treet, Boston; W. Doody, 58 Tyl.er Street, 
Boston; El. M. Norton, 11 Mount Fern A venu,t. Revere · 
L. Cunio, 69 Tremont Street, Boston; W. tl , Sloane' 
67 Elmwood Street, Reve1·e; T . Cox,. 717 Parker Street: 
Roxbury ; H. B. Ll:neoin, 20 Oak Street, Boston · J. J. 
Sloane, 402 Meridian Street, East Boston; W. bola.n, 
10 Main Street, Everett; G. F. Burton, 744 Broadway, 
Somer'V1Ue ; H. F . Barry, 3& Brookline Street, Bt·ook
line: H . Lockhart, 5 Causeway Street, Boston; E. P. 
Borden, 19 Third Street, East Cambridge; J. Anthony, 
Boston, Mass. ; H. L. Mason, 464 Massachusetts A vem1e1 Arlington ; J. P. McDonough, 9 Harvard Street, East 

Boston ~ S. Shelbourne, 6 Iloliins Place, Boston · F 
Man1old,. 357 Main Street, Charlestown; J . Hamm'ond· 
37 Green Street, Boston ; A. Wlllard, 144 l'utnani 
Street, Boston; D. J. Herney, 357 Fourth Street, 8outh 
Boston; W. Gerard, 10 F.arten Street, Boston· 8 
Sin.,.er, 49 Porter Street, Boston; J. H . Papineau' iiU 
Staniford Street,. Boston ; L. Syberto, 58 Auburn St~eet 
Boston; J. F. Gorman, 152 F Street. South Boston ! 
E . J. Keating. 10 Eaton Street, Boston; W. A. Mack' 
382 Hanover Street, Boston; J. J . Doherty 67 Gt· cD. 
Street, Charlestown ; J. Kelley, 21 Vemon Park Street 
Boston ; J. W. Ryan, 37 Jenkins Street, South Boston : 
L. J. Doher!;r1 111 Third StFe0 t, South Bo ton ; J. P'. 
Leary, 128 tllgh Street, Chal"lestown; L. Mitchell. 25 
Fifth Street, Sou~ Boston; A. II. NocJini, Arlington, 
Mass.; R. C. Chr1stenden, 10 Wll on Avenue, Atlantic 
Mass.; E. Vernick, 43 Milletts Street, Dorchester; W. G'. 
Lee, 13 Corning Street, Hoot<m; 8 . Jone<: JU Pine 
Street, Boston; W. F . O'Neil, 3"0 Ashley Street, Bos
ton ; W. L. KeL-rin, 13 Nanlva Street, Boston ; G. Corey, 
Lawrence:... Mass.: N. Harris, 72 Crescent Avenue. Bos
ton; J . .1:', Havlin, 305 Silver Street, South Boston; 
F. H. Dew, 4 Lawrence Avenue, Charlestown : A. Soa
daro1 115. Richmond Street, Boston ; M. Gardner B51 
West Elna Street, Brockton, Mas".: B . Gnecco. 97 
Fulton Street, Boston; C. Booth, 525 East Sixth Street, 
South Boston; W. C. Rich. 27 Lincoln Street...._ Charles
town; El. F. Rich, 25 Avon Place. Arlincton; C. n..aufman, 
7 Kimball Street, Roxbury;. W.Booth Co., Lowell. Mass.; 
J. F. Dooley, 266 Cottage l::!treet, Dorch ter; B. Wri <>bt, 
Everett, Mass~ F . Baldassaro, 22 Thatcher Street, 
B?ston; B. Armstrong, 157 Causeway Street, Boston ; 
W. Armstrong, 157 Causeway Street, Boston ; S. Dix
vigillio, 165 Endicott Street, Boston ; L. Carosi, 137 
Endicott Street. Boston; A. Di Napoli, 163 Endicott 
Street, Bostoii"; 0. Chtistforo, 13 Thatcher Street, Bos
ton; L. Gillio, 105 North Washington Street, Bo ton; 
C. Carbone, 11 Thatcher Street, Boston ; T . .Arinella. 
174 Dana Street, East Boston; 0. C. Cook, 37 Thatcher 
Street, Boston ; C. E. Reed, 131 Staniford Street, Bos
ton; C. H. Winter, 467 Dudley Street, Boston; P. 
Doherty, 327 Medford' Street, Charlestown ; J. Caprio, 
206 Chelsea Street, East Boston; J . Annadora. 144 
Prince Street, Bo ton ; P. Carbone, 166 Endicott Street, 
Bo ton; P. Anzalone, 216 Endicott Street, Boston ; 
A. J. Cunio, 82 Endicott Street, Boston; J. Cuaranto, 
3 Thatcher Street, Boston · P. Devlin. 93 Endicott 
Street, Boston ; ll'. Russo, 25 Lewis Street. Everett; 
E. Istoclo. 94 North Margin Street, Boston; W. J. 
Donwey, 107 Haverhill Street, Boston ; M. L. Bacon, 2:! 
Bolster Street, Everett ; l!J. G. Bloom. 780 Beacon treet. 
Bo ton; W. G:trtl.eld, 2 Aleott Street Uston; F. 
Thompson, New Harbor, Me.; D. J. Connor, 26 'l're· 
mont Street~ Boston ; D. Stantajarl. 2 Ed§""eworth Street, 
Charlestown ; W. Ha.rlein. 197 Endicott treet, Boston : 
A. Moscholli, 27 Sheaf Street, Bo ton; J. Lepero, 2!.! 
Thatcher Street, Boston; W. E. Redford, 34 Harvard 
Str~et, Boston ; J. Mastrangelo. 216 Endicott Street, 
Bo ton;. P. Distaclo, 92 North Margin Street, Boston; 
F. Jackhn, 11 Thatcher Street. Boston; C. Cartlne, 47 
Elmwood Street. Boston; F. J. Jones, Revere, Mass. : 
J. Annino, 12 Thatcher Street. Boston ; 1r. Bronzo, 79 
North Margin Street, Boston; J. Jackman, 17 Tbatcher 
Street, Boston; W. Bevilacqua. 68 North Margin Street, 
Boston ; C. Spagnuolo, 135 Endicott Street, Boston · 
C. Frezz, 14 Thatcher Street1 Boston; J. Doherty, 132 
Main Street, Boston ; A. Zian, 13 Gove Street, Boston ; 
T. cheraffy, 304 Hanover Street, Bo ton; J. Quarino, 
7 Thatcher Street, Boston ; M. E porito, 107 Washing· 
ton Street, Boston ; M. Rocco, 11 Hudson Street, 
Charlesto n ; S. S. Rosenthal, 38 McClellan Street, 
Dorchester; S. A. Frabk, 43 Hollander Street, Roxbury; 
J. J . Kenney, 10 Myrtle Street, Bo ton; R. El lllcllil· 
lian, 76 Temple Avenue, Winthrcp; J. J. H:illahan 35 
Allen Street, Boston ; S . J. fahone:r, 4G3 Meridian 
Street. East Boston ; A. A. McLean, 3G2 Beach Street, 
~evere; F. H. Wallis, Irvington Street, Boston; J. H. 
'Iowne, Stoughton, l\Iass. ; E . A. Heneberger, 462 Nor
folk Street, Boston; A. Helmstey, 254 Shawmut Avenue 
Boston; Hugh Bea.ton, Orient Heights, 1ass.; J. Mur: 
phy, 801 Blue Hill Avenue, Dorchester; W. S. O'Connor, 
794 Parker Street, Roxbury; W. H. Doyle, 83 St. 
Botolph, Boston ; J. S. Spargo, Medway, Mass. ; H. 
Hnrrls, Belmont, Mass. ; C. N. Morgan, Che! ea, Mass.: 
F. Allen, Medford, Mas . ; El. B. Smltb 46 Maxwell 
Stree.t, Boston; R. W. O'Neil, Dorchester,' Mass.; J. A. 
McCarthy, Dorchester. ~Ia.ss. ; G. M. Herdman, Need· 
ham, Mass.; C. S. Gilman, 4o0 Mas J'\chusetts Avenue 
Bo ton; ID. Ii'. Hayward, Dorchester, Mas . ; J. J. Mur: 
phy, 128 East Cottage Sh·eet, Dorchester; J. J. O borne, 
20 Hamllton Street, Boston; J. A. Volp , Medford, 
Mass.; W. F. Sherburn, 633 Wn.shjnrton Street Boston· 
W. A. Hamj)ton, 69 Nepo et Aven"Ge, Dorchest'er; J. A'. 
Callahan, 88 Coolid~e Street, Brookline ; J. W. English, 
BO Hewlett Street, Boston ; C. J . Bill, 5 Carme Street 
Dorchester ; H. Edmond , Concord, Mass. ; W. E. Rap: 
good, Boston, Mas . ; J. Strowell, Boston, Mass.; J . Ii'. 
Kennedy, Providence::, R. I. ; El H . Greining, Boston, 
l\Iass.: H. F. Wheeler. Boston. Ma s. ; W . .El. Murpby 
Bo ton, Mas . ; P. C. O'Brien, Do ton. Mass.; A. Santo'. 
suosso, Smith Building .. Boston; R. Mnretta, 1)80 S.ara
toga Street, East Boston ; A. Loschi, 115~ Neptune 
Street, East Boston ; J. L. Cupezzoli, Smith Buildin"' 
Boston ; E. V. Leonard, 48 Tremont Street Boston · l: 
Lambordini, 36 Ivaloo Street, Somerville;' F_ Repucci, 
12 Gard n Street, Boston; F. El. Leveroni, 15 Court 
Square, Coston ; M. Lepori, 485 Re\-ere Street Revere · 
J . Garcia, 350. Hanover Street, Boston; B. Leonarm' 
l!l Court Squar:i, Boston ; hl. L. Maguire, East Boston: 
Mass.; J. A. Sheehan, 468 Saratoga Street, Ea.st Bos
ton ; J. A. Di Pesa, Revere :Mass . ; A. G. Mocardi, 6 
Prince Street. Bo ton~ F . Cardoli 347 Hanover Street 
Boston· ; D. Maiani, 3 l\fc lure treet, Revere; S. Bucci: 
35 North B~nnett Street, Boston; W. Emmons, 14 Sum
mer Street, Cbarltstown; F, Stevens, 7 Water Street, 
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Boston; I. Grilli, 23 Howard Street, Boston; F. Car
barina, 14 Fu:ton Street, Boston; H. Sachessi, 193 
Maverick Street, East Boston ; S. Cassas, 1 Unity Street, 
Boston; J. A. Cunio, 3 Fulton Place, Boston; M. F. 
Calisb, 54 Fowler Street, Dorchester, Mass.; L. Stroock, 
75 Carolina AvPnue, Roxbury; D. Lombardo, 302 Sum
mer Street, Boskn ; P. Caprisco, 29 Richmond Street, 
Boston ; H . L. Mudgett. 31 Richmond Street. Boston ; 
l\.l. Farrell, 3G4 North Street, Boston ; F. L. Henry, 52 
Blossom Street, Boston ; M. Premoll, 4 Langdon Place, 
Boston ; G. Temerilli, 3 Langdon Place, Boston ; C. El. 
Sheall, 197 Shawmut Avenue, Boston; J. M. Hubbard, 
32 l•'owland Street, Dorchester ; A. L. Poto, 176 North 
Street, Boston; D. Pallidino, 157 North Street, Boston; 
L. Fucillo, 157 North Street, Boston ; Kanellopolu::i Bros .• 
224 North Street, Boston; N. Colone.I. 176 North Street, 
Boston; V. Fergnani, HlO North ;:street, Boston; F. 
Pistorino, 100 North Street, Boston; R. Cotecchia, 176 
North Street, Boston; N. De Bouris, 176 North Street, 
Boston; J. Plstorino, 152 Jerome Street, West Medford; 
M. Guidi, 240 Hanover Street, Boston ; D. A. vis
conti, 610 Washington Avenue, Chelsea; F. Wal
ter, 148 Prince Street, Boston; J. Andy, 49 School 
Street, Charlestown; J. Donahue, 225 Endicott Street, 
Boston; R. J. Manfri, 2 Albred Court, Everett; 
J. H. Johnson, 140 Causeway Street, Boston; 
W. Nicolini, 69 Kimball A venue, Revere ; C. Finley, 102 
Proctor Avenue, Revere; F. Morrill, 259 Shawmut 
Avenue, Boston; B. Douglas, 146 South Common Street, 
Lynu; M. Brown, 91 Waverly Avenue, Revere; W. W. 
Vigston, 49 Pearl A venue, Revere; J. F. Roach, 15 
Walnut Avenue, Revere; B. Farrell, 318 Ocean Avenue, 
Revere ; E . A. Moran, 8 Garfield A venue, Revere; 
II. Berkowitch, 481 Beach Street, Revere; Il. Carrnll, 
38 Erwin Street, Winthrop; H. Mat·shell, 29 Otis Sh·eet, 
Revere; M. Lngan, 24 Shirley Avenue, Revere; N. 
Prince, 70 Highland Street, Revere; A. D. W. Reid. 44 
Garfield Avenue, Revere; J. J. Kerri1wn, 126 Walnut 
Avenue, Revere; D. J . Shaughnessy, 157 Baker Avenue, 
Revere; J. Reed, 9 Walnut Avenue, Revere; F. Doran, 
41 Baker Avenue, Revere; M. Eastman, 6 Bellidere 
Street, Revere; J. Lane, Hl9 Shirley Avenue, Revere; 
:F'. O'Neil, D Auber Street, Boston; J. Dobeney, 113 Gar
field Avenue, Revere; El. Butler, 61 Kimball Avenue, 
Revere; F. Nicolini, 91 Kimball A venue, Revere ; E. H. 
Homer, 114 Main Street, Winthrop; T. F. Harrigan, 
52 Pleasant Street, Charlestown; W. Dunzali, 18 Web
ster Avenue, Boston; F. Guinali, 18 Webster• Avenue, 
Boston ; M. Marotta, 4 Langden Place, Boston ; M. 
Lanzilla, 53 Coopet' Street, Boston; 1. De Angelis, 13 
Lewis Street, Boston; J. Daley, 174 Paris Street, East 
Boston; N. Tadesco, 137 Endicott Street, Boston; 
J. Forgin, 166 Prince Street, Boston; F. Minegali, \.l!Ja 
Prince Street, Boston ; J. Mastono, 216 Endicott Street, 
Boston; F . Forgiorl, 166 Prince Street, Boston; El. 
Tt·emost, 156 Cottage Sh·eet, Boston ; W. W. and C. R. 
Noyes, Boston, Mass. ; A. Y. Nickerson, Fall River, 
Mass.; M. A. Gunsenhiser, Somerville, Mass.; Almeda 
Eames & Co., Boston, Mass. ; W. S. Littlefield, Boston, 
Mass.; D. F. Littlefield, Saco, Me.; John n. Valente, 
Boston, Mass. ; G. 0. Carpenter, Boston, Mass. ; Francis 
Batchelder, Boston, Mass.; Edwin A. Hilton, Boston, 
Mass. ; J. El. Hill & Co., Brockton, Mass. ; E. H. Mc
Courtland, Malden, Mass. ; H. E. Corson, Somerville, 
l\Iass. ; Oakley W. Alden, Boston, Mass. ; E. A. Harris, 
Boston. Mass. ; Charles S. Eustis, Somerville, Mass. ; 
J". 'l'. V/yman, Boston, l\Iass.; Lucius C. Smith, South 
Market Street, Boston, Mass. ; Henry R. Wyman, Lynn, 
Mass.; John J. Lane, Arlington, Mass.; Arthur Miller, 
46 Clinton Street, Boston ; Horace Waite, Winthrop, 
Mass.; Perley F. Sturgis, Melrose, Mass.; Jesse C. 
Snow, Roxbury, Mass.; C. Henry Kimball Gloucester, 
Mass. ; S. i\f. Bartlett, Boston, Mass. ; Charfes A. Keyes, 
Boston, Mass. ; Brown D. Loriea Co., Boston, Mass. 

Ur. WEEKS. Mr. President, I am opposed to the principle 
involved in imposing this tax. Removing the duty from food 
prod.icts produced in this country and making up the loss in 
revenue by imposing a duty on a similar food product which is 
not produced in this country is directly contrary to such political 
priuciples as I have bearing on the tariff; and it is on that sub
ject that I want briefly to address the Senate. 

This is not a protective duty in any sense, as has been stated 
by the Senator from l\lississippi [Mr. WILLIAMS], because ba· 
rlanas can not be produced in the United States. 

l\lr. THO~I.AS. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from l\fassachu

setts yield to the Senator from Colorado? 
:Mr. WEEKS. Yes. 
Mr. THOM.AS. 1 wish to reminu the Senator from Massachu

setts that in portions of the territory belonging to the United 
States bananas are produced. They are grown in Porto Rico 
and iu Hawaii, :m<l form a i1art of the imports of both those coWI
tries to the continent. 

Mr. WEEKS. I was referring, of course, to continental 
United States. While there ·are some bananas produced in 
Porto Rico, they are limited in number. There are compara
tively few produced in Hawaii. 

The islands of the Caribbean are not alike in their capacity 
to produce bananas. Those which are brought into this coun
try are the large bunches, containing from seven to nine hands, 
or perhaps 100 bananas to a bunch. It has been determined 
by experiments made that certain sections of some of the islands 
of the Caribbean do not produce bananas of that kind. The 
United Fruit Co., to which the Senator from Mississippi has 

referred, devoted between one and two millions of dollars to 
trying to produce bananas in Cuba. There are some bananns 
produced there; but this company finally gave up the attempt, 
believing that bananas could not be produced there successfully, 
and not desiring to attempt to import bunches of bananas con
taining less than seven hands, because it was believed then 
and is .now that they could not be imported successfulJy in com
petition with larger bunches. 

As I have said, there is no protection involved in this duty, 
so far as continental United States is concerned. The banana 
plant, or tree, is a >ery tender plant, and all attempts made to 
produce them in Florida have failed, the tree being killed or 
damaged by the slightest frost. 

Neither is the banana a luxury, as has been suggested by the 
Senator from Mississippi. It is an imp91·tant food product in 
general use, and is especially popular among people of >ery mod
erate means in large cities. 

It may be of interest to note what has been the result of the 
development of the banana business in the United States. It 
is only about 40 years since the captain of a trading schooner 
brought a few bunches of bananas from Jamaica to Boston as 
an experiment. Last year there were brought into this country 
more than 44,000,000 bunches of bananas, equal to about 60 
bananas for every man, woman, and child in the United States. 

If anyone will take the trouble to. go into the sections of the 
city-where thorn having the smallest resources live, especially 
in sections occupied by those of foreign birth, he will see all 
classes and all ages of those people eating bananas, and to a 
large extent it is the basic food on which they depend. It is 
so immeasurably cheaper than any other food of similar char
acter that they can afford to buy the banana when they could 
not afford other fruits: 

The Senator from Oregon [Mr. LANE] a few moments ago 
made some remarks about apples and the relative -value of ap
ples and bananas. Why, a pound of bananas has substantially 
the same fuel value per pound (calories) that a pound of 
apples has; and yet you can go anywhere on the street n.nd buy 
3 pounds of bann.nas for what you must pay for a pound of 
apples, raised in any part of the United States. As an economi· 
cal food product they are not in the same class. The banana 
is so much cheaper. 

Mr. LANE. Mr. President, may I be allowed to ir:.terrupt the 
Senator? 

Mr. WEEKS. Yes. . 
I.fr. LANE. If the fruit section of the Pacific coast is allowed 

free access to the Atlantic coast, with cheap transportation, it 
can flood the Atlantic coast with all the fruit the people will 
consume. I wish to assure the Senator that good apples are 
fully as healthful as bananas. There is a question raised by 
many physicians as to the desirnbility of bananas as a food for 
children. If the banana is eaten in its native country, ripened 
by natural processes, I think it is a good food for children, for 
the reason that the starch has undergone a change toward tlt~~ 
formation of sugar in a normal manner. But many bananas, 
as they are handled in this country, where the ripening is 
forced by artificial means, are not good for children; and it is 
a question whether in many cases they do not do a great deal 
of harm. I think if the Senator will leave out that part of his 
argument he will be on safer ground, for it is just possible that 
a good many children have been killed by eating very bad and 
poor bananas, while if they had eaten the good old Oregon and 
Washington apples they would not ha·rn suffered that fate. 

l\Ir. Sl\IOOT. They could not afford them. 
Mr. WEEKS. Mr. President, I think as many children have 

been given the stomach ache by eating green apples as by eating 
bananas. In any case, the Senator from Oregon does not want 
to get the idea that all the apples grown in the United States 
are raised in Oregon. The Senator from .Arkansas would tell 
us that the best apples in the United States are raised in Arkan
sas; or the Senator from Virginia would tell us that the best 
apples in the United States are raised just across the line, in 
Virginia. 

Mr. GALLINGER. And I would tell the Senator that the best 
apple is raised in New England. 

Mr. WEEKS. Of course. [Laughter.] 
Mr. OVER.l\1A.N. I believe North Carolina got the prize. 

[Laughter.] 
.Mr . . l\IARTINE of New Jersey. In order that there may not 

be anything selfish about this production I wish to say that 
New Jersey is quite prominent. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WEEKS. Mr. PTesident, I am willing to admit that New 
Jersey excels in applejack, if not in apples. 

1\fr. IiLillTINE of New Jersey. We have the apples to make 
the best applejack. 

Mr. WEEKS. The Senator from Mississippi bas said some
thing about the price to the consumer: It is the first time I 
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h:.rrn eyer beard a Democrat in a position of responsibility m:ike: out these purposes the company has b-een successfvl; it has been 
the statement that a .tnriff ta.."'t was not paid by the consumer~ and is now paJing good dividends on its stock-I tllink 8 per 
I do not knew a...:actly who will pay this tax~ I d" not think cent at this time-and it has developed one of the largest farm
a:nybod'y know~ exncHy· who will pay it, but somebody is going ing industries in the world. But this development has not been 
to pay :.ib-oat two urul one-quarter· million dollars. unct I sus- nt the expense of others, as hr.s been· intimated by the Senator 
pect it wm be tire co-nsnmer in this case. from Mississippi, but has been done nlong natural and proper 

The nrnjo1ity of tile 3.e.nnte- committee nt firat proposed. to im- lineS", benefiting a lll'ge number . of people connected with the 
po ea duty of 5 cents a bunch. Then, finding there was a great indu try in many different ways and irulirectly great numbers 
variation in the size of bunches, they changed it to one-tenth of of people in other ways, including those who comrume the fruit. 
1 cent a pound, a. bad ste-p, in my opinion. because it imposes As nn evidence of the development of the industry since 1900 
a weighing of the bunches, en.using an additional handling of it is only nec~sary to stn.te that at that time there were 
tlre fruit, :fram whkh more or. less damage will be done, espe- brought into this country 16,000,000 bunc.b.es of bananas, and in 
dally to the best fruit. Ilut tlle amount of revenue raised will the 13 years this qullltity has increaEeu to 44,000,000 bunches, 
b-e· ubstantially the same in either ease, for n bunch of bani:mas and to show in rnnking this increase thnt the United Fruit Co. 
of 9 ha..rrds wei:ghs between 50 and 75 pounds, and a bunch of '1 has not developed a monopoly it is needless to make any other 
to & h:mds weighs between 25 and 50 p.onnds. If the average statement th::m that of the 16 000,000 bunches brought into the 
weight is 50 pounds, the duty will be exactly the same as that United States in lSOO the Tnited Fruit Co. transported 11,000,000 
Cfi"iginally contemplated. and other companies ~.000,000. Last year llie United Fruit Co. 
, Bananas are brought from the place where grown and are broagl1t in 25,000,000 bunches, while other companies brought 
sold by the transpoi:'ta ti on company to jobbers. If a tax o::t' 5 · in 17,000,000; in other words, tl1e fruit transported by the United 
cents a b-unch is imposed, it follows that the company transport- Fruit Co. hn:d increased in the 13 years 125 per cent while that 
ing tlle bananas is O"oing to charge the jobber 5 cents a bunch transported by the 20 other companies in operation, hnd in
more than it would if it d.i:d not hare to prLy the duty. creased: 240- per cent. Thfs increa e has been brought about 

The jobber sells the bananas to tlle retailer, und it is more without increasing the price of banunus to the retailer or to the 
than likely that the duty which the jobber has paid: will be consumer. 
passed :::tlong when this transfer is made. The retailer . ells· the I submit herewith a statement of the aver:ige annual prices 
bananas by the dozen, or sometime , of course. by the piece~ but obtained for bananas. during the operations of the United Fruit 
in any case the retailer will have to distribnte that duty, and Co. which shows that the Wgbest wholesale pric-e per stem dnr
tllose who u~e the bananas wm pay the two and one-quarter ing this periou hns been $1.048; the lowest price, $0.815; the 
million dollars which this duty will prodnce; quite likely they average prtce, $0.9:n, and, cTlriously enough, that is exactly the 
will pay more than that, for it will not be easy to charge ex- price- obtained la t year ~ 
actly enough additional to make the difference, and the tendency Nine-hand bunch, jobbers' price: 
will be to incrrose the retail price so th~t there may be no pos- 1900----------------------·------------------- $0. 8GG 
sfbility of loss to the retailer, thereby ine1·easing his pro-fits. 1901------------------------·------------------- . 81G 

But it is n-0t for th{! p11rpose of protection, and it is nat for ~~~================================== : 8f 6 
tlle purpose of Peduc-ing the cost of living, and i~ 1:; not for the 1004------------------------------------------ . n::n 
reason that bananas are not a food product, and rt IS not ·far the 1605--------------------------------------------- . 828 

purpose of rai ing revenue that thi duty is heing impooed; ~he {~=====~=======--=======:::================ 1: 8~n 
duty is really being imposed because Senators on the othe1· i;;1de mos---------·---------------------------------- . 958 
think they have discovered a trust in the shape of the Umted 1009------------------------------------- . 908 

Fruit Co. to which the Senator from Mississippi has referred. ~~~=-===============-====--=:::=---=====-=.-.:_-::_-:_ 1
·. ii~ 

Some dnys ago the Senator from Kansas [Mr. BRISTOW}, in 19'12----------------------------------------- . D31 
referring to the duty on bananas, brought forth from the Senator Th~refore, while the cost of foods in the United States during 
from :Mississippi [hlr. WILLIAMS] the statement that he was not this :p:erio~l has increased 2.4 .per cent, the cost of bananas to 
responsible for this duty; that the S.en..'ttor from Oklahoma [Mr. the consume-r bas not inc-reased a cent, and, a. I hnve just stated, 
GoRE] was 1-esponsible for it. Th.at suggestion led me to inve~ the United Fruit Co}s part in the production nnd the trans
tigute andl I fou:n(l some remarks on this subject ma.de by the portation. of bananas has not increased one-half as rapidly as 
Sena:t~r from Oklahoma four years ago, when the Puyne-.AldL-tch . the increase- of the 20 other oompa.nies which ar-e in competition 
bill was under discussion. At that time Senator G01rE announced with it. 
that he had discoveTed a trust, and! to punish it he prop:os-ed 3 Incidentally, it may be mentioned that the United Fruit Co. 
duty of 6 eents a bunch on bananas. He used this language= is a hom~ corporation; I believe its sto-ck is entirely owned by 

MF. President, I tbink I have treed a trust. citizens of the United States, while. the opposition companies are 
Then he goes on to !Ik'lt:e statements about the United Fruit very largely con.trolled by foreigners, and I am told that tile 

Co. There was, or course, a modicum of fact in what he said, strongest opposition is entirely withln foreign control. As an 
but much of Iris statement indicated thn.t some one had imposecl e'iden.ce of the widespread firumcia 1 interest in this company 
on his credulity, for the facts did not then and do not now and as an indication of the fact that it is not. owned or controlled 
accord with his statement. . by a few men,. I submit a statement showing the holders of the 

It is of importance to determine whether a monopoly is con- stock in the United Fruit Co. at the time of the consolidation 
trollin...,. this industry, even though it is not operating in the und each ye::i.r since; al o the number of trustees who are hold· 
United"' State;-, and whether it is extorting unreasonable prices ers of stock and the shares held by them; the nmuber of women 
from those who use the fruit, and in· order to arr1ve at a. cor- who are owners cf stock and the number of shnres 1Jeld by them: 
rect conclusion it i necessary to refer in some detail to the Number of stockholders in tlie United Frnit Co. and the increase froni 
opePations of the United Fruit Co. and point out its relations to vear to 11ea: r since its m!}anization. 
this n·ad~. Iu doing this I think it will be demonstrated that 
there is the most acfrrn competition ill the banana. industry; 
that the consumer gets the fruit at a reasonable price; that the 
profits are not I:n·ge but both price and pro.tit are dependent 
upon the crop und other conditions which apply to every similar 
industry; that llie operation of the United I!'~t Co. is reI8;ttve!y 
o-aininO' so that the1·e is not only now but is likely to be m the 
future

0 

sufficient competition, and thRt in any case it is not the 
kind of trust the Senator from Olrlahoma evidently had in his 
mind and I think there may be seen some tilings in connection 
with' the operations of tile United Fruit Co., which will appeal 
even to u Democratic Senator. 

This company wns organized in 1900 by combining a clozen 
companies, among them the Bosto.n ~ruit. Oo., with an au
thorized capital of $20,00-0,000, and capital issued foF the pur
poses of the combination of $11,230,000. Sin~ that time in 
extend.in"' the business of the company and entirely for assets 
as the re~ult of the expenditures, the capital bas been increased 
to $36,594,300. Indeed, the assets huve increased more rapi-dly 
than the capital, so that dividends are not being paid on water 
but on actual cupital pn.id in. 

The object in estnbHs4ing this company was to raise fruit 
and sugar and to transport them to a market, and in carrying 

Data. 

September, 1&09_. -··--· -·· · .. ...... -- ··-. -- ....•. --···-··-···· 
Sept.ember 1900' .. _. __ ....•.... - • _ .. _ ........... - - ... - ........• 
September, 1931. .... _ .. --· .. ..• . -- ..... --- ....... -·---- .. --- .. 
Septr.imber, 1902. ···········-····--···-····-·············------

i:ieE: ~:::: :: : : ::: : : : :: :::::::::::::::: ::: : :: :: :: ::::: 
~~m~e: ~:~:: :: : :: :::: :: :: :: :: : ::::: :: : : :: ::: : ::::: ~:: :: : 
September, 1909. - .. --- . ---- ...... --- . ·-- ........ -- . ·- .. ·-· ... . 
SeptembCl', 1910' .••... -· •• --- ... - •..•••• - . - • - .••••.• -· •• - .••••• 

~m~;~~-~~~.~: :: :: ::: : : ::: : : ::: : ::: : : : ~:: ::: ::.::: ::: ::::::: 

Number. Incrarun 

361 
971 

1,608 
1, 643' 
1,865 
2,314 
3,232 
3, 778 
5,122 
5,908 
6,160 
6, 181 
6, 65S 
7,IM 
7,555 

361 
610 
637 
35 

222 
44!) 
91B 
548 

1,344 
7 
252 
21 

477 
44{1 
451 

1----

,555 

Number of stockhordera who were trustee on June 26, 11H3, B39; 
pe1·centage of' total, 4.48. 

Number of tockholdet· who were women on June 26, 1913, 3,194 ; 
· percentage of total, 50.2. 

Proportion of the stoelc- held by trustees Jane 26, 1913: Nnmbe1· o-f 
shares, 23-,786; pereent:agc of t(}tal, 6.5. 

Proportfon of the stock held bY" womeu June 26, 1913: Numbel' of 
shares, 97,262; percentage of total, 26.57. 
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It will be notieed that there has- been .a very wide distribution · were trans.ported by rail tO inland ppin.ts in the United .States 

of the capital since the -0rganization of the company, and that ire1ght, which originated within the operations of the United 
in number more than one-half of the stockholders are women, Fruit Co., t1.ggregating 583,500 tons, a necessruily valuable busi
and that trustees ha•e a oonsiderable .holding, which shows the ness to the railroads and probably re.ducing the .rates charged 
estimation in which the management and operation of the com- on 1SOOds brought from inland to the seaboard, beeause .a lower 
pany fil'e held by those who are familiar with it. rate can l>e made in cases where cars go loaded both ways than 

It has been charged that there is an e,""(tremely large profit in cases where the ears must be returned empty to their ·starting 
made in the producing and bringing bananas to the United point.. . 
States. All the testimony that has been submitted indicates The development of the company has meant the building of 
that this surmise is not true, and as evidence in favor of this many steamers and an increase of its transportation facilities 
oontention I submit a eircular i sued by the Atlantic Fruit Co., commensurate with the increased resources of the company and 
of 11 Broadway, New York City, under date of Jnn'0 23, 1913, the business which it cn.rri~s on. During the first year of the 
in which they contend that pr<>fits are extremely small, and that company's business the largest ship employed in connection with 
while the Aili:mtic Fruit Co. is an important element in this its business ha.d a capacity of about 2,000 tons, and most of the 
trade it can not compete with the United Fruit Co. if the duty vessels employed in the service at that time were foreign steam
in question is imposed. I quote a paragraph giving their state- ers chartered by the company. Since then the company has 
ment as to profits obtained in this trade during recent years: built 20 steamships, having a total tonnage of 117,252 tons, the 

It may be argued against our contention that tb.e United Fruit Co. is largest having _a capacity of 8,000 to~s. This is of great impor
abundantly able to stand the tax and will have to oo so, and that other tance to our people, because it means employment for those 
companies should be in the same position, but against this our figur~s engaged in shipbuilding and ship repairing, and it would give 
will show that on the importations of this company from OctoberJ 190<>J 
to September 30, 1910, profits shown were only 2.7 cents per buncn; ana us the possibility of obtaining valuable auxiliaries in case of 
from September 30, 1910, to December 31, 1912 a toss of 2 cents per war. In 1898 the country was greatly disturbed in obtaining 
bunch; and from January 1, 1913, to May 31, 1913, a loss of 6·3 cents sufficient steamers for the compa1·atively small transportation 
per bunch; 11.lthough as to the latter item, which includes the winter 
mon ths when all companies must face a certain los.s, the remainder of service required a.t t.hat time. Since then the United Fruit Co~ 
the ftsau year may bring the year's showing to approximately 2.5 eents has built and put in operation more steamers than all other 
profit per bunch. similar transportation companies put together, and if we are 

If this statement is correct, of course it necessarily means going to take steps to rehabilitate our merchant marine, which 
that either the smaller companies will go out of business Of' the I believe will be done in the near future, it is a pretty poor way 
price of bananas to the consumer will be increased. to commence it by crippling the one company which has been 

The operations of the United Fruit Co. are not ·Confined to the adding to our transportation facilities, even under the present 
raising and transporting of bananas, but are extended to the conditions. If we put .a duty of 5 cents a bunch on bananas
transporting of othe1· fruits and to the production of sugar, of there being no duty in most European countries-it will, in my 
which 144,000,000 pounds were produced last year. This has judgment, ch.a.nge the trend of banana shipments away from the 
not been done by absorbing or purchasing other companies, but United States to those COlID.tries. It is true that the countries 
by a business bniJt up by the United Fruit Co. itself. of Europe have not increased their use of bananas in the same 

The operations of this company, of course conduded pre- proportion that the increase has been developed in the United 
sumably for its benefit, have inured. indirectly to the advantage States, but it is evident that the trade in Europe will in the nea1· 
of the whole Caribbean distriet in many ways. It has con- future make the same or similar advances that have been made 
:tructed hospitals in various countries at .a cost of over $300,000, in the United States, and if we impose this duty it wrn accel

in the maintenance of which it spent last year $240~000. During erate this increase at our expense. With this increased demand 
the life of the company there have been treated in these hos- in Europe the steamers carrying the bananas, in order to make 
pitals 63,000 patients, more than 25 per cent -Of whom were not their calling more profitable, will offer unusual facilities for the 
employees of the company. During the past year, as a result trani::[l.Ortation of goods in return, so that the sales of European 
of the health service installed by this comp.any, not a single case goods will be increased as transportati-0n lines are established 
of any disease subject ·to quarantine appeared in any port in and as a result of the -0.evelopment of the banana traffic. The 
whicll the company is engaged in business, as a r..esult of itS net result -0f this would be that we in this country not only will 
operations, nor on any of its ships in the service. It has estab- lose the -bananas, which will necessarily affect food prices in 
lished an extensive wireless-telegraph system covering the other cases, but we will also lose the sale of goods which will 
Caribbean Sea region, and has constructed lighthouses at muny be imported from Europe to take the place of those which otber
points_ which are not only of benefit to it8elf but to commerce wtse would come from this counti,-y. 
in general. Incidentally, it has largely affected our commerce It seems to me that all of this shows that the operations of the 

· in the field in whicll it operates. During the first year -0f the United Fruit Do. have been beneficial not only to the 7,500 stock
CDmpany's business it exported to foreign countries, for use in holders and the 40,000 employees of the company, but to all <Jf 
connection with its own affairs, $754.,-006 worth of merchandise the people in the United States, und that an attempt to cripple 
purchased in the United Stutes, while la.st year, for the same this ~ompany by the imposition of this duty is not only an un
purpose, it exported $4,020,GGO worth. But this is only a small reasonable proc~eding in itself, but that it will fail of its pur
item compared with the business which has been ve1-y largely pose, for the United Fruit Oo., being a producer as well as a 
developed through the means of transportation and as the re- transporter and having large int-erests in the localities where the 
sult of the operations of the United Fruit Co. For instance, the best bananas are produced, can operate on terms which mean 
exports to the West Indies and Central America from the port annihilation to the competition of small~r companies. So we 
of New Orleans durip.g this perioq show an enormous increase, have the spectaele of the Democratic majority in the Senate 
much of which is due to the direct line of steamers operated being willing to put a duty on a food product, used -very largely 
by this company. The following is a statement of these by people of extremely moderate means, for the purpose of pun-
exports: ishi.ng a corporation which any unprejudiced individual must 

Exp01·ts to the WeBt Indies and Oentrai A.uiei-ica from. New Orleans. admit has been beneficial to American interests. But even this 
attempt, in my judgment, will fail in its purpose, for there is 
every reason to believe that the smaller companies will feel th~ 
result of the duty much more keenly than the larger company, 
s.o that competition instead of being increased will be -Oestroyed 
and the larger company will be able, if it desires to do so, to 
increase the cost of bananas to the American -consumer to its 
own benefit. 

Country. 1900 1911 

British Honduras_ ... _ •• ···- .•. ··- •.. ·····-·····--··--·--. $244,247 1.,266,320 
Guatemala .... _·-· ....... .... ·-- ... -··--·-·-···---···-·-·- 58,343 862, 746 

!~~r!~~~=:·:-:-::~~:::::::::::~::::::::::::·~:::::::: ~H~ 
1

'5;~ 
Panama. ___ ---········· .... ······-·······--·--·-···-···-·· --··. .. . .... 3,~16,668 
Mexico .•.. ·- ............. ·- - ••• - ·-· ·-. --- •• -·. - •••••• --- • • 695, 044 a, 836,534 
Cuba.···-·----· -. --- ·--- -- ·-. -... -·· .•. -·--- ·-·- ·-·-·--. 1, 811, 583 li, 223, 695 

1--~~~1~~~~ 

'l'otal ........ _ .. _ ..••.• - .• ·········-·-··---······ 4,410,139117,909,658 

In other words, from New Orleans alone, in 11 years, these 
exports have increased 300 per cent, and if such results are ob
tained from other ports touched by the United Fruit Co. it seems 
that an enormous volume of manufactures and agricultural 
products in the United States have found a new market in the 
Caribbean district, and this traffic does not inure alone to the 
benefit of the transportation line Itself, but indirectly affects 
local traffic in the United States. .As an example of this, there 

-I can not b.elieve th.at the large number of those who protest 
against this duty and others who are advised of the contem
plated action will submit without still further protest to this 
ill-advised attempt to restrict American enterprise, whieh must 
result, if it -sueceeds, in increasing the cost ·Of an impartant food. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ur. President, one of the. statements made 
in the report of the majority of the Oommittee on Finance of 
the Senate says : 

A small revenu~ tax on this articl~ was deemed justifiable---; 
Referring to bananas--

in v1ew 'Of the fa.ct that the Importation oi'. bananas to this country is a 
practical monopoly of the United Fruit Co, On account of the perish
able nature of bananas and the smallness of the tax, it is not believed 
it can be readily shifted to the ultimate consumer. 
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In order to test the application of the statement made in the 
committee report, I found it adYisable to inye ti.gate the time 
that a bunch of bananas requires to come from Costa Rica into 
the grocery shop in Washington or Chicago. It takes two weeks 
from the time it is cut from the banana tree, put on the local 
railroad back in the plantation in Costa Rica, and the hoisting 
machinery puts its down in the United Fruit Co.'s steamer 
until 'it is hanging up in the grocery in Chicago or in the States 
of the Middle West. 

The modern plan of transportation of this perishable product 
has entirely changed the method of transacting the business. 
There is a refrigeration in the steamer bringing that product 
to our shores that is practically ·perfect. It is equal to that of 
any refrigerator car that travels on the continental lines of 
railway. 

Therefore there is no protection, as a perishable commodity, 
against shifting this 10 cents a hundred pounds to the consumer 
of the article. There is no competition by the protection of a 
like product in this country. Porto Rico 'does not, commercially 
speaking, put anything on the market that affects the supply; 
neither does Hawaii. There is not anything which comes ~o 
the Pacific coast that materially affects the market of this 
product unle s from Central America or the Caribbean Sea 
country. '!'here is nothng raised inside the limits of con
tinental United States. There is but little in l\Iex.ico. You do 
not strike the banana belt until you get way into south l\Iexico. 
You have to take a steamer at Vera Cruz, if you are on land, 
and go around to get into the banana country. 

Practically, therefore, what is claimed by those who believe 
in the doctrine of encouraging and developing something we can 
produce here does not and could not apply to bananas. There 
are not enough bananas raised in the United States or in the 
country that is subject to its jurisdiction practically to feed the 
animals in the zoological gardens that are maintained in this 
country. In other words, the market is not appreciably af
fected by the home production. It is supplied by · the planta
tions in south Mexico, in Costa Rica, in Honduras, in Colom
bia, in the northern part of South America, and a few other 
countries near there. 

Jamaica is a British colony. Our relations are not only 
friendly with the home Government of Jamaica and the local 
business interests that is handling th'e banana product in 
.Jamaica, but it is friendly with all the Caribbean Sea country. 
Of course, that is not important. What our relations may be 
with the Central or West Indian countries is not of much con
sequence. We are not out of the Government receivership in 
San Domingo yet. It is not of much consequence. It may be 
dismissed, notwithstanding the fact that we have either to 
vitalize the Monroe doctrine in the Western Hemisphere or we 
have to ignobly and meanly abandon it. It is of no importance 

. what our relations are with the Central or South American Re
publics. It is of no consequence what are our relations with 
Mexico until some Senator on this side of the Chamber intro

. duces a resolution, and then there is a most astounding and con
sul)ling interest manifested, and we restrain ourselves; and I 
am willing to do so. , 

But when it is said here that our commercial relations with 
Central America are of no consequence it is well to remember 
that lmder the Monroe doctrine we must exercise some sort of 
supervisory power over many of those countries or abandon it. 
Now I think is a good time to begin to cultivate amicable rela
tions with the principal product many of them send to a friendly 
port. I do not want to discuss that branch of it at this time; 
it may become proper some other time. 

There is one matter that I think is material. here. A great 
many of the tropical countries exporting to us their products 
have seen fit to impose an export duty. 

In every instance the South American Governments will learn 
this in time. If you talk with them when traveling in those 
countries, you will find that they are gradually beginning to dis
coyer how to extract revenue from other countries from their 
products we use but can not produce. They know that every
body 'vho drLTlks a cup of coffee made from Brazilian coffee is 
paying tribute to that country. Costa Rica on the 1st day of 
July, 1910, put an export duty on bananas. There is an export 
duty of 1 cent gold on every bunch of bananas that goes out of 
that country. That export duty lasts until July, 1930. You can 
figure upon twelve and fourteen million bunches that come from 
Costa Rica. alone just about how much revenue they will make, 
which either the United Fruit Co. will pay or the purchasers of 
bananas will pay; somebody must pay it. Costa Rica gets the 
revenue, and the United Fruit Co. and the independent com
panies, if you call it a trust, are engaged in the pleasing occu
J?a tion of contributing to the public revenues of the Government 
of Costa Rica. 

If you go to South America, what do you find? You skirt 
around the coast and you get to Colombia. You wlll find our 
heavy machinery there; you will find our flour and our salted 
meats there; yon wm find there the cheeses that are made here 
that are imperishable and gain strength every day in the Trop
ics; but little outside of that, hardly. You find our trade in 
other lines diminishing, if we ever had it, and you find the Ger
man and the Englishman selling in that market. 

If you investigate a little further you will find that in this 
year, 1913, Germans have gone into Colombia and bought up 
large bodies of the available banana lands, and this year 1913 
is their first crop. They have ~n·ganizecl a li.ne of stea~ships: 
and in this year, 1913, that line of steamships is cal'l'ying out 
of that country that first crop of bananas grown from the 
trees that were planted long enough ago to produce it. So that 
this year's crop is the first they have sent to the European 
market. That is a German company. 

You will find, if you go a little further, that about 1900-
I am quoting, from memory-Englishmen organized a line of 
freight boats to Jamaica. If you look hack of that organiza
tion, you will find that, like most of the English steamship 
lines, it is a subsidized line, and under the guise of carrying 
the Royal mails, it is a subsidized freight boat that goes to 
Jamaica and takes the b~nanas back to the home country. 

If we investigate the exports from Jamaica into the English 
market we find that Great Britain is the second of the coun
tries in the world in the consumption of bananas, the United 
States being first. 

A little after this freight-boat line was establi hed, a second 
one was established, and is now plying its craft between the 
1\-Test India ports and the home country. 

About two or three weeks ago dispatches came here from 
that country to the effect that England is preparing to fortify 
one of her West India islands, putting there many thousands 
of pounds sterling in the improvement of b.er ha.rbors, in 
strengthening her ·coast defenses, and in establil;)hing an ade
quate coaling station for her navy in that part of the world. 
So far as the public peace is concerned it is a friendly under
taking on her part; no hostility toward this country is mani
fested in that development, but she is simply preparing for the 
coming change. 

When the Isthmian Canal is opened the great trade routes 
of the world will be changed, the line of travel by shipping will 
be deflected from present courses, and Great Britain, with her 
foresight, with her subsidies to her boats that travel world-wide, 
is preparing herself for the change that will come in the trans
portation of persons and property through the Isthmian Canal. 
When that time comes, with an import duty on 45,000,000 
bunches of bananas entering our market they can send their 
products in Costa Rica and in northern South America and the 
rest of the Caribbean country to some other places, because the 
market is increasing daily. 

I do not regard a banana as a luxury; but I regard an Oregon 
apple as a luxury. In some parts of our Mississippi Valley 
country we have had to draw our supply from the Pacific 
coast-those of us who are inclined to be of..fruit-eating habits. 
I am not much of a meat eater, but am a good deal of a vege
tarian, and I take great pleasure in paying from 5 cents apiece 
to six for a quarter for apple~ that come from the Pacific coast. 
I have no objection to that, for they are fine apples, and they 
are worth the money. 

l\lr. LANE. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from I1linois 

yield to the Senator from Oregon? 
Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir. 
1\fr. LA:.NE. Mr. President, I should like to explain to the 

Senator from Illinois that the reason for his paying so high 
a price for apples is due to the cost of transportation from the 
Pacific coast. What I say applies pretty generally to the State 
of Washington, to northern California, to Arizona, a.nd to New 
l\lex.ico. The high price of apples in Illinois and on the Atlantic 
coast is on account of the transportation charges to tho e sec
tions. In our region thou andf) of bush.els of good apples are 
allowed to lie upon the ground and are not picked for the 
reason that it does not pay to ship them. You can buy them iii 
that country at any price you .desire, but if we had the means 
of transportation cheaply to this coast, as we shall haye when 
the Panama Canal is opened, we could furnish you apples at a 
rate which would compete with bananas. Here is one article 
which ought to please you immensely, for the reason that it 
brings in a re'fenue to the Government :and incidentally giyes 
you an opportunity to protect the American farmer. 

Mr. SHER.l.\1A.J.~. Mr. President, the explanation is entir ly 
reasonable and it is entirely satisfactory; but we raise bananas 
in no place in continental United States, while we raise apples 
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in nearly every State here. The apple is peculiarly an American 
fruit. If it i not raised where it used to be-in the New England 
States-as much as it was formerly, it is because we have 
neglected the care of the orchard. That is also true with other 
places. There is hardly a loeality in the United States- that 
will not raise apples if the orchard is cared for. Consequently 
what applies to apples does not apply to bananas. 

It has been stated here, and it is true, that the banana is not 
a home production-that the principle of protection could never 
apply to it. 

I, too, Mr. President, have a number of communications from 
gentlemen in •arious parts of the United States. I will say ·for· 
the information as well as for the peace of mind of those con
cern~d that I have had no communication of any kind from 
the United Fruit Co.-not even a circular letter. The .com
munications I have received are from some of my con15tituents, 
among whom there are many sons of Italy and many who come 
from Greece, famed in the classies. They have with one accord 
unanimously sent me many petitions not to interfere with their 
usual occupation in furnishing the population with bananas. 
They kn<Tw what is the matter; they are in the retail fruit busi
ness. They are n-0t in it to make fortunes; they are in it to make 
a living. But they know just as well as anybody knows that if 
$2,25-0,000 of duties are collected at the ports of New Orleans, 
Mobile, Baltim-0re, Boston, and New York-and when I name 
those ports I name pretty n.early all the ports to which bananas 
are shipped in this country-they know that when that amount 
is collected the charge will be passed along on the bunch until 
finally fue man with the pushcart pays fue bill. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. Pre ident--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Illinois 

yield to the Senator from Utah? 
Mr. SHERl\1.AN. Yes, sir. 
Mr. SMOOT. I do not remember whether the Senator has 

mentioned the fact that n-0t only will the amount of this duty 
be passed on to the ultimate consumer, but the expense of 
weighing the bananas and the loss that will eome by bruising, 
due to extra handling and in many O'ther ways, will be added 
and will ultimately fall upon the consumer. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir; it will be just the same as in 
e-rery other case. 

Mr. Silll\IONS. Mr. President, the Senator from Utah has 
suo-gested that this duty will be passed on to the consumer. I 
suppose that is true of all duties, is it not? 

Mr. SMOOT. On articles not produced in this country. 
Mr. SHERMAN. That depends. Name the article and then 

I will answer your que tion. 
l\Ir. SIMMONS. It is true of many articles upon which the 

Republic:m Party has levied duties, is it not? 
Ur. SHERMAN. The Senator should state a specific article. 

That is not a question that can be answered except in relation 
to some specific article in a paragraph or schedule. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I find that when Senators on the other side 
are opposed to a duty and want an article put on the free list 
they say the duty will be pas ed on to the consumer, but when 
they are in favor of a· duty they say the duty will not be paid 
by the consumer. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That depends entirely on whether we· can 
produce enough of the article here in this country to supply the 
domestic consumption. If the Senator will offer the evidence 
that we can supply our domestic consumption of bananas by 
some form of culture, it would be a different matter. 

Mr. SIMMONS. The Senator has been arguing for some time 
as if the duty were placed upon bananas for the purpose of 
protection; and, with that in view, he has been trying to show 
that we do not produce any of this article in continental 
America, although it may be produced in several of our de
pendencies. I want to say to the Senator that we d-0 not im
pose this duty with any idea whatsoever of protection. Our 
sole purpose in PJ!Oposing the levying of this duty was revenue. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I ne'Ver had th'e remotest 
suspicion that anything like that lurked in the minds of the 
authors of this bill when they wrote it. The first time I read it 
I had some sus:Qicion of my own that it was drawn for other 
purposes. I would not consume time by saying t<> the Senator 
from North Carolina that I thought he had any idea of protee:
tion in levying this duty on sorde other articles which we either 
have considered or will consider. 

I only wish to say that if the United Fruit Co. will pa.Y' out ot 
its treasury this two million ancI a quarter d-O'llars and the. een
sumer of the banana will not pay it, althougfi we do nut produce 
any bananas in this country, it is: pertfnent here to ascertain 
why the rnanufaeturer of cast-iron pipe can not have applied 
to him the same kind of a rule. Why should not it apply also 
to the agricultural-implement manufa:eturers at Mo-line· and· else-

where, together with the branches of the International Har- ' 
vester Co.'s w(}rld-wicle business? Why not tax: th~ir product? 
Agricultural implements are one of the shining lights in the 
writing of this Dill, because the farmer gets them fr(::e listed, 
and he is supposed to be correst>0ndingly benefited, as well as: 
the muni~palities needing gas and water are corresp_ondingl:y 
supposed to be benefited by the free listing ot cast-iron pipe; 
but when it comes to bananas, of which we 4o not produce any: 
appreciable quantity in this country, there is a different rule 
followed. It it works in one case, it seems to me that it ought 
to work in another case. 

Afr. SIMMQNS. Does the Senator really think that a duty of 
one-tenth of a cent a pound on bananas will be -passed_ en to the 
consumer-and by the" consumer," I mean the person who eats 
them-does the Senator think that 'l 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes; the consumer will pay the tax in this 
instance. • 

Mr. SIMMONS. This is a duty of one-tenth of a cent a pound., 
My understanding is that it takes about.five- bananas to weigh 
a pound, and that bananas are sold in bunches of about five 
for 5 cents. A bunch of five bananas would pay, therefore, 
one-tenth of a cent a pound. How would they pass that one
tenth of a cent a pound on to the man who buys five bananas? 

Mr. SHERMAN. By raising the price about :.i nickel. 
Mr. · SIMMONS. Does the Senator think they would add a 

cent to each banana? · 
Mr. SHERMAN~ That is the usual course, as we know from 

experience. I can answer that. We endeavored to cheapen. 
shoes in 1909 by free-listing hides--

Mr. SIMMONS. The Senator thinks that when the selle1' 
here has to pay a tax of one-tenth of a cent and comes to p:rss 
that on to the consumer, he multiplies it by 10 and makes it 
1 cent? 

Mr. SHERMAN: Not necessarily; but oo multiplies it enough 
to get even change. 

Mr. Sllil\IONS. I merely wanted to.· know how mueh they 
puss on to the consumer. I wanted to know whether they really 
pass on the tax that is paid. The Senator says that if the 
dealer pays one-tenth of a cent. ou a bunch of fiv:e bananas, 
worth 5 cents, he will chrurge the consumer a eent, because he 
hn.s had to pay one-tenth of a cent; and I want t(} kn-0w if that 
is the way pmtection works in the United States. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will explain to the Senator how it work£. 
Ordinarily we buy bananas by the dooen; at least, most folks 
do. We do not buy them one at a time. We buy them for so 
much a dozen, and ordinarily when there is a change of this 
kind the deal.ers pass along en(}ugh of the added charge to make 

, even change. 
1 Mr_ SIMMONS. But the Senator has just said that they 
would pass along ten times the tax in this particulru: case. · 

Mr. SHERMAN~ Well. I do not care how much you figure 
it out, whether it is five times or ten times. Let me ask the 
Senator a question. I would not like to have the Sena.tor go. 
I will be lonesome if the Senator leaves the Chamber. 1 

l\fr. SIMMONS. ram very sorry for the Senator, because if 
that be true, I will say to the Senator tJ;lat the Senate is \eryj 
seldom lonesome in. these days when the Senator is p:resent. ·· 

Mr SHERl\.IAl'{. I am glad to know that I relieve the ennui 
of the occasion. How much does the Sena.tor think the free 
listing of wheat and flour will diminish the price of a loaf of 
bread? · 

l\fr. SIMMONS~ I have not calculated .. 
l\fr. SHERMAN. Well, I have. 
Mr. SUIMONff. Then, the Senator can answer his own 

question. 
l\fr. SHERMAN. Yes; I can answer the question. It will 

diminish it three sixty-fourths of a cent in Chicago and ten 
sixty-fourths of a cent in New York. 

Mr. £IMMONS. It will, then, diminish it? 
Mr. SHERMAN. That is figured out by millers and bakers

in whom I have some- confidence. I never knew them to mis~ , 
lead me in regard to anything. I sJaould like to know whether 
the free listing of flour will result in any corresponding cheapen~ ' 
ing of the loaf of bread. : 

I said something about shoes a while age.. When hides were 
free listed and the duty on shoes was reduced, as I remetnber_~ 
I am quoting from memory-60 per cent, or from 25 per cent 
down to 10 per cent, the only result of tfillt reduction was that 
the jobber-not necessarily the manufacturer, but the jobtler 
and the retailer-absorbed the dimfnished cost themselves. We 
did not get any benefit of it That is the way. free listing_ wark& 

Adding a: tax to bananas: works just the opposite way, becau5e 
the other fellow is paying it. The tax is pa:i-d by the fruit com
pany in tbe- first instance, ~e shipper, . the importer to this 
country, it' we put it that way,. Insteacl or paying it out of thei~ 
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corpor:ite treasury, the easiest thing in the ·world is for them 
to pass it along. They do not absorb it as they do where an 
article now taxed is free listed. Shoes that formerly cost $6 · 
cost $6.50 now. If you are wearing that kind of a shoe, you 
got nothing out of that. Bananas, when the duty of more than 
$2,000,000 is paid, will have that much of an additional burden 
put on them, and the men that buy them for their families are 
the ones that will pay it. That is the usual result all the way 
through. 

The VICE PilESIDEXT. 'The que tion is on the amendment 
proposed by the committee. 

l\Ir. BURTON. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 

to call the roll. 
1\lr. BRYAN (when his name was called) . I have a pair with 

the junior Senator from l\lichigan [Mr. TOWNSEND]. I transfer 
that pair to the junior Senator from Illinois [l\Ir. LEWIS] and 
will vote. I vote " yea." 

l\Ir. LANE (when l\.~r. CIIAMBERLAIN's name was called) . I 
wish to announce that the senior Senator from Oregon [l\Ir. 
CHAMBERLAIN] is unavoidably absent, and that he is paired 
with the junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. OLIVER]. 

l\Ir. CLARK of Wyoming (when his name was called). An
nouncing my pair with the senior Senator from Missouri [l\Ir. 
STONE] I transfer that pair to the junior Senator from ~faine 
[Mr. BURLEIGH] and will vote. I "Vote "nay." 
. l\fr. KERN (when his name was called). I transfer my pair 

with the senior Senator f rom Kentucky [l\Ir. BRADLEY] to the 
senior Senator from .r~ebra ka [Mr. HITcHcocrr] and will vote. 
I vote "yea." 

Mr. GRO:NNA (when l\Ir. Por:N"DEXTER's name was called). I 
am requested to announce that the junior Senator from Wash
ington [Mr. POINDEXTER] .is necesEarily absent from the Cham
ber. He is paired with the senior Senator fro'm Oklahoma [:Mr. 
Ow EN] . If he were present, .Ce would vote "nay." 
· .rir. REED (when Mr. STONE'S name was called) .. I wish to 
announce the nece sary absence from the Chamber this nfter
noon of the senior Senator from l\lis ouri [Mr. STONE]. I will 
let this announcement stand for all roll calls of the afternoon. 

Mr. THOMAS (when his name was called) . I again an
nounce the tran fer of my pair with the senior Senator from 
New York [l\fr. RooT] to the junior Senator from Oklahoma 
[l\lr. GORE] and will vote. I vote " yea." 

l\fr. SMITH of Michigan (when Mr. TowNSEND's name was 
called). My colleague [l\lr. TOWNSEND] is temporarily absent 
from the Chamber. I understand he is paired with the junior 
Senator from Florida [Mr. BRYAN] . If he were pre ent, he 
would vote "nay." 

Mr. WILLIAMS (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the senior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. PENROSE] . I 
transfer that pair to the senior Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
s~nTH] and will vote. I vote "yea." 

Mr. BRYAN. I wish to announee that the senior Senator 
from Oklahoma [l\Ii'. OWEN] is paired with the junior Senator 
from Washington [Mr. POINDEXTER] . 

The roll call was concluded. 
l\Ir. LODGE (after having voted in the negative) . I desire 

to make the same announcement that I made before. I have 
a general pair with the junior Senator from Georgia [l\lr. 
SMITH] . I transfer that pair to the junior Senator from Cali
fornia. [l\Ir. WORKS], and will allow my vote to stand. I ask 
that this announcement may stand for the day. 

Mr. GALLL -GER (after having >oted in the negative). Mr. 
President, I inquire if the junior Senator from New York [Mr. 
O'GoRMAN] bas voted? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. He has not. 
· Mr. GALLINGER. I am paired with that Sena.tor. I trans
fer that pair to the junior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. STE
PHENSO~ ] and will allow my >ote to stand as originally recorded. 
_ The result was announced-yeas 31, nays 28, as follows: 

Ashurst 
Bacon 
Bankhead 
Bryan 
Fletcher 
Hollis 
Hughes 
~a.pies 

Brady 
Brandegee 
Bl'istow 
Burton 
Catron 
Clark, Wyo. 
Crawford 

YEAS-31. 

K ern 
Lane 
Martin, Va. 
Martine, N .. J. 
Myers 
Overman 
Pittman 
Pomerene 

Reed 
Robinson 
Sha froth 
Sheppard 
Shively 
Simmons 
Smith, Ariz. 
Smith, S. C. 

NAYS-28. 
Dillingham 
Fall 
Gallinger 
Gronna 
Jones 
Kenyon 
La Follette 

Lodge 
McLean 
Nelson 
Norris 
Page 
Perkins 
Ransdell 

Swanson 
Thomas 
Thompson 
Tillman 
Vardaman 
Walsh 
Williams 

Sherman 
Smith, Micll. 
Smoot 
Sterling 
Thornton 
Warren 
Weeks 

NOT VOTING-36. 
Borah Cummins Lippitt Saulsbury 
Bradley du Pont McCumber Shields 
Burleigh Goff Newlands Smith, Ga. 
Chamberlain Gore O"Gorman Smith, Md. 
Chilton Hitchcock Oliver Stephenson 
Clapp Jackson Owen Stone 
Clat·kc, Ark. John on Penrose Sutherland 
Colt Lea Poindexter Townsend 
Culberson Lewis Root Works 

So the amendment of the committee was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. 
The next ame!ldment of the Committee on Finance was, in 

paragraph 233, page 62, line 18, after the word " section," to 
strike out "15 " and insert "10," so as to read: 

233. Extract of meat, not specially provided for in this section, 10 
cents per pound. . 

.The VICE PRESIDE1'TT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. SMOOT. .Mr. Pre ident, have we passed paragraph 232? 
The VI CE PRESIDENT. We have. It has been pas ed. 
Mr. SUOOT. I was engaged in talking with the Senator from 

l\Iississlppi [~ r. WILLIAMS], and it was passed before my at
tention \las called to it. 

I desire to call the attention of the Senator from Mississippi 
to paragraph 232, which provides for veni. on and other game a 
duty of 11 cents per pound, and foL game birds, dressed, a duty 
of 30 per cent ad va1orem. This paragraph le"ies a duty on 
\enison and game bird , while paragraph 234 levies a duty on 
dead poultry. Nevertheless, these articles if p:repared or pre
sened would be apparently free of duty under paragraph 548 
of the free list, which CO"\ers "meats of all kinds, prepared or 
preEeryed." 

Ur. THO;.\IAS. "Not specially provided. for in this section." 
l\Ir. SMOOT. I am perfectly aware that it says" not specially 

provided for," and they are not specially provided for in this 
paragraph. In other words, game birds. dressed, and dead 
poultry are dutiable under this bill; bt1t if the same articles are 
prep:ired or preserYed in any manne1', they come in free of duty. 
That is to say, the meat of ducks, whether salted, dried, or 
packed in tins, comes in free of duty. Was that the intention 
of ' the committee? 

Mr. WILL~"\IS. What? 
l\Ir. Sl\!001'. To impo e a duty on wild ducks and dead 

poultry, and at the same time to allow them to come in here 
free if prepared or preserved in any manner? I call the Sen
a tor's attention to paragraph 548 of the free list. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Paragraphs 232, 234, and 548? 
l\Ir. S:\IOOT. Yes. 
l\lr. WILLIAMS. At first blush I see no clash between them. 

The first one refers to venison and other game, or, as far as 
this particula1· discussion is concerned, it refers to game birds, 
dressed, and imposes a duty of 30 per cent. Paragraph 234 
refers to poultry. · 

l\1r. SMOOT. Yes. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. There is certainly no trouble in discovering 

the difference between poultry, domestic fowl, and game birds. 
l\fr. S~IOOT. None at all. That is not the conflict. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. That is dutiable at 2 cents a pound. Para

graph 548 refers to "Meats : Fresh beef, veal, mutton, lamb, 
and pork; bacon and hams; meats of all kinds, prepared or 
preserved, not specially provided for in this section." 

Mr. SMOOT. That is t rue, Mr. President. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Poultry is ·specia!Jy provided for in para

graph 234. 
Mr. SMOOT. Yes; dead poultry is. 
l\Ir. WILLIAMS. Game birds are specially provided for in 

paragraph 232. 
Mr. SMOOT. The Senator doe not yet seem to catch the 

idea. I asked the Senator if it was the intention of the com
mittee to -impose a duty upon dead poultry, and impose n duty 
upon game birds dres ed, and allow those same items-that is, 
poultry and game birds-to come in here free if they are pre
sened or prepared in any way? In other words, suppose the 
meat of ducks wa salted, dried, or canned? 

l\Ir. WILLIAMS. Ob, I see the Senator's point! Para
graph 234 refers to live poultry. 

Mr. SMOOT. Why, certainly~ 
Mr. WILLIAMS. And the point the Senator is making is that. 

paragraph 548. would let in this poultry free. 
Mr. SMOOT. If it was canned or if i t was preserved; cer-

tainly. That is the point. · 
Mr. WILLIAMS. No; I do not think that was our intention. 
Mr. ~MOOT. Then _I ask that this paragraph may be passed 

over for fm·ther consideration by . the collllllittee. I - did not 
think that was the intention. 
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l\Ir. WILLIAMS. Wait one second. Paragraph 232 docs 

not need to go back to the committee. Paragraph 234 is the 
paragraph that needs to go back. 

l\Ir. Si\IOOT. No; I am not objecting to 234. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. l\fr. President, I move, after the word 

"live," in paragraph 234, to insert the words "or dressed." 
l\Ir. SMOOT. That would not cure it. 
1\Ir. WILLIAMS. No; I beg vardon. Wait a minute. That 

will not cover it at all. 
Ur. Si\fOOT. No; that will not cure it. 
l\Ir. WILLIA1\IS. "Poultry, live, 1 cent per pound; dead, 2 

cents per pound." That includes all poultry, of course. 
l\Ir. SMOOT. The Senator agrees with me in that. I :im not 

asking now for the amendment which the Senator has just 
offered. I am calling the .Senator's attention to the fact that 
paragraph 548 provides for " meats of all kinds, prepared or 
preserved." Dead and live poultry is assessed, and so game 
birds if they are dressed are assessed; but you can take game 
birds and preserv-e them ; you can take dead poultry and preserve 
it, ,and then they would fall under paragraph 547 and come in 
free. There will be a conflict there. The Senator will no doubt 
i·emember the case of the Chinese company of New York against 
the United States where this question was decided. The way 
the bill is written the same question will arise again. 

Mr. WILLIAl\IS. I see the point now. The point the Seµator 
is making is that dead poultry, in paragraph 234, would .refer 
only to poultry, dead and in its natural state, .and that dead 
poultry, prepared or preserved, would be upon the free list. 

Mr. Si\fOOT. It would be upon the free list. 
l\Ir. WILLIA.MS. Of course, that was not the intention of the 

eommittee. The Senator is right about it, and I ask that the 
latter part of paragraph 234, after the semicolon, be sent back 
to the committee for further consideration. I would offer the 
amendment now, but I am a little afraid I might not get the 
wording exactly right. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the whole 
paragraph will go back. The question is on the amendment of 
the committee, in paragraph 233, page 62, line 18, to strike out 
"7" and insert "5" before "cents," so as to read, "fluid ex
tract of meat, 5 cents per pound." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Paragraph 234 is recommitted. 
Mr. WILLIA.MS. The same thing has occurred twice. I dis

like to take up the time of the Senate about it, but paragraph 
234 was not recommitted. The latter part of paragraph 234, 
following the semicolon, was recommitted. 

l\fr. GROl\TNA. Do I understand that paragraph 234 was re
committed? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair desires to state for the 
benefit of the Senator from Mississippi that unless there is some 
good reason why the whole paragraph should not go back the 
Secretary has informed the Chair that it aids the clerks very 
materially in keeping the record to have it all go back. 

l\fr. WILLIAMS. It may aid the Secretary very materially 
in keeping the record, but it may cause very considerable 
trouble later on. To-day, on an earlier paragraph, we sent one sub-

, ject matter with about a dozen items in the paragraph back to 
the committee, and the Chair later announced that we had sent 
the paragraph back. As far as I can lay the work behind me 
I want to lay it behind me. 'Therefore, when we send a part of a 
paragraph back it will not take much more pen and ink or pencil 
for the Secretary to note the fact that that part of the para
graph following the semicolon was sent back to the committee. 

Mr. GRONNA. If the paragraph has :i;i.ot been recommitted, 
I wish to offer an amendment to it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from :Mississippi says 
he wants only the last half of the paragraph to go back. Is 
the Senator's amendment to the first part of the paragra11h? 

Mr. GRONNA. I have an amendment to the entire par.a
graph, to change the rate from 1 cent a pound to 2 cents a 
pound and from 2 cents a pound to 3 cents a pound. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will have to let the 
Sennte rule on that question. 

l\fr. SMOOT. Does the Senator from North Dakota simply 
want to offer an amendment to poultry live or to both items? 

Mr. CLA.RK of Wyoming. Both. 
l\fr. BRISTOW. I do not think the Senator from Mississippi 

understood hiw. The Senator from North Dakota wants to 
offer an amendment to the entire paragraph, and under the 
present status the Senator from l\Iississippi bas referre<l half 
of it back and hnlf of it is here. The Senator from North 
Dakota can not offer his amendment because the amendment 
applies to both parts of tile paragraph. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Undoubtedly it is in order because you 
must perfect the varngraph before you recommit. 

L-217 

The VICE PRESIDENT . . Tbe Senator from Mississippi had 
the last half of the paragraph referi·ed back to the committee. 

' l\fr. WILLIA.MS. · I understand that. The amendment ought 
to ham been offered earlier of course, before we took that action. 
I assume that the paragraph must be perfected before it can be 
sent back to the committee, either in whole or in part. 

Mr. GRONNA. I call attentfon ·to the fact that paragraph 
234 had not been read before I offered my amendment. 

Mr. WILLIA.MS. I beg the Senator's pardon; it was, and 
the next paragraph was read. I ask that the action of the Sen
ate· recommitting a part of the paragraph be reconsidered for 
the present. · · 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none. 'I'he paragraph is now before the Senate, and it will 
be read. 

The Secretary read as follows : 
234. Poultry, live, 1 cent per pound; dead, 2 cents per pound. 
Ur. GRONNA. I move to amend the paragraph, rn that it 

will read: 
Poultry, live, 2 cents per pound; dead, 3 cents per pound. 
l\Ir. President, this is a paragraph on which a great deai 

might be sa,id. I know that the Senator in charge of this sched
ule is yery anA'ious to proceed with the bill, and I shall not take 
up the time of the Senate to discuss it, but I wish to a k to 
ha>e printed in the RECORD in connection with it a table. 

The ·vICE PRESIDE~'T. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none. 

The table referred to is as foUows: 
POULTRY. 

Canadian rate: 20 per cent ad valorem. 
Payne rate: live poultry, 3 cents per pound; dead poultry, 5 cents 

per pound. 
Dingley rates: Same as Payne rates. 
Wilson rates: Live poultry, 2 cents per pound; dead poultry, 3 

cents per pound. 
Imports 1912. 

Poultry, lh-e ...................................... P4::~:: I 
Poultry, dead ....................... _ ....... _ . . . . . . 416, 1 f:/5 

Value. 

$95, 714 
58,460 

Revenue. 

$12, 534. 70 
20, 809. 77 

Exports 1912: Poultry and game, value, $6!:17,!:1~5. 

Kurnber of poultry iii 1910. 

Chickens Turkeys, 
and guinea ducks, and 

fowls. gee3e. 

United States............................................. 282, 110, 164 11, 037, 213 

Maine .... ..... __ ......................•. • ..•....•...•.... 

~:Z.~!T~~~~::::::: :: :: : : : : :·:::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
· Massachusetts ........................................... . 
Rhode Island ............................................ . 
Connecticut._ ........................................... . 
New York ..........•..••................................. 
New Jersey ............................................. . 
Pennsylvania . ............................ --·· .......... . 
Ohio ................•.................................... 

~:~~ ·. ~~::: :::::::::::: :: :: :: :: : : : : :::::::: :: :: :: ::::: 
~i~1iia:1u;::::: :: : : : : :: : : :: : : : : : : : : :: : : : : : ::: ::: : :: : : :: : : : 
Minnesota ........•.•••.•••....•...........•••.• - ..•..•... 

~~!Uri:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
rorth Dakota ............ : ............................... . 

South Dakota ......•....•........•.•...•.••••••.•••...... 
Nebre.s_1\:a ............. ·················-···-·--······· .. . 
Kansas .. ... ................................•...•.•....... 

R~~'Y:i;~-.-.·.-.-.-::::::: :: :: : : : : : : : : : ::~::: :: : ::: : : : : :: : : : : : 
District of Columbia .•.•••...•.•..••.• •• .•.•••••.•..••.•. 
Virginia ..... ·--·-····················-··················· 

iroe~ VJ~~~a:::::: ::: : :: : ::::::::::::::::::::: :: : : : : : : : 
South Carolina .........•..........•.............. -•....... 
Georgia .... _ ... _ ..................... __ ............ _ ..... . 
Florida .........••. -·-·-···-·······-·.·······-··-·-·-··· .. 
Kentuck"'Y .... : ..............•............................ 
Tennessee ............................................... . 

~~i=pi.".":::::: :: : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : :: : : : : : : :: :: : 
Arkansas .............................•..••..••.•...•..... 
Louisiana ............................................... . 
Oklahoma . ...........••....................•.....•....... 
Texas ................................ ··· · ····-········ .. . 
Montana ............................................. --·· 
Idaho .................... . ...... -..........••• · · · · · -· --· · 
Wyoming ..................................••.•.......... 
Colorado ................................................ . 
New Mexico ...... ···--·-······---· ...... : .·-·-·········--
Arizona ...•............•.......... - ..... - ••••••••. ·· ·· ·· · 
Utah ......................... : ........ ···-····--·· ...... . 

evada ..................................•.••..•....... --
W.asbington ............................................. . 

&!"iifg:1n-i3::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 

1, 718,240 
907,807 
915,526 

1, 715,435 
396,981 

1, 225, 781 
10, 265,939 
2,342, 451 

12,007,839 
16, 904, 166 
13, 273,585 
20,647,947 
9, 724, 713 ' 
1, 153,314 

10, 30!, 776 
22, 730, 118 
19,992,410 
3, 097,692 
4, 936,814 
9,033,353 

15,321,486 
798,34.5 

2, 702,403 
7,433 

5, 738,011 
3,121,055 
4,643,447 
2, 778,122 
4, 991, 612 
1,259,607 
8,047,178 
7, 410, 314 
4, 708,474 
4,671, 114 
5,234,957 
3,291, 128 
8,093, 918 

12,889, 699 
923, 173 

1, 013, 401 
32.5, 365 

1,648,246 
511, 845 
253,118 
673,911 
126,667 

2, 205,934 
1, 756, 340 
5,668,974 

13,280 
6,959 

18, 759 
SS, 111 

8,353 
17,924 

300, 755 
59,254 

347,040 
382,328 
463,364 
617,469 
202, 778 
219,9 .2 
346, 765 
564,669 
832,570 
132, 015 
199, 527 
214, 016 
314,575 

23,082 
134,098 

196 
321,930 
181,300 
384,000 
139, 713 
293,480 

58, 645 
636, 930 
627, 493 
286,233 
373,467 
537,0~ 
226,258 
346,904 
683,573 
31, 731 
32,0lG 
11,002 
43, 135 
10, 780 
8,023 

14, 716 
4,488 

44, 086 
51, 555 

1.-0,858 
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Thee· VICE PRESIDEr>.'T. The question is on the· amendment bting some. competition, the· great International Trust, organ-
nroposed by the: Senator- from North Dakuta. ized in a foreign ceuntry, and that has during the Tu.st four or 

The amendment was rejet=ted. five years taken from the common J;Jeople of the United· States 
lUr. wrn.r;rAiMS:. I now ask that the part of the paragraph at least $75,000,000' in the increased price of coffee. 

after the semicolon be- recommitted: If' there is any reason for this tariff', if there is any reason 
The VICE. PRESIDENT; Is there objection'! The Ohair why this amendment should not be adopted and that which 

hears none. comes in competition with the product of that great trust, I 
The reading of the bfil was resumed: would be very glad to have some one suggest it. I would be 
The next amendment o:t the committee was, in paragraph 236, glad to yield for any question connected with the subject. 

page 63~ line S,, before the word " cents,'' to strike out " 15'" and I do not believe it is· necessary now for me. to go over the 
insert "20;',. so as- to read·: question of the International Coffee· Trust and the Brazilian 

Sweetened chocolate. and cocoa, 11repat·ed o:c manufactured., not .. spe- valorization scheme. I think in a general way that i-s well 
clally provided for in this section, valued a:t 20 cents. per pound or understood by all the· Members of the Senate, and it will be the 
less, 2 c.e.nts per pQund. only beneficiary of this particular legislation. 

The amendment was agreed to. Mr. WILLIA.MS. Mr. President--
The next amendment was, in paragraph 236, page- 63, line 9, Mr. NORRIR I yield to the Senator. 

before- the· word " cents," to strike ou.--tr " 15'" and insert " 20,"' so Mr. WILLIAl\fS. If the Senator from Neb~aska will pardon 
as to read: me, while I . myself am rather inclined that he is wrong, I am 

Valued at more than 20 cents per pound, 25 per cent ad valorem. rather inclined tO' think that, while this duty can not be de-
The amendment was agreed to~ fended upon revenue principles or upon protective principles, 
1\-1r. Sl\:lOOT. Mr. President, in previous tariff acts- and'.. also either, it could he defended upon ethical principles, to prevent 

fn the pre.sent Ia.w powd-ered cocoa. has- always been prm·id.e.d for frauds and substitutes· of one thing for another and the sale 
by itse!L. The present Iaw provides for powdered cocoa, un- of it as another~ 
sweetened, 5 cents a pourul_ After- the words "ad valorem," in Still, upon consultation, I will ask tha.t the matter be recom-
line 10, an1 page 63, I move to insertr the words-: mitted, i.t th.at-will be satisfactory to- the Senator, and: the com-

Powdered coc.oa., sweeten..e.d, 3. cents per pound·. mittee will consider- it 
That is a reduction from 5 cents a pound in the pi:esent law M-r. GRONNA. I wm' ask the Senator from Mississi:ppi it 

to 3 cents a pound. It is a reduction of 40 per cent- over the that paragraph is recommitted; whether paragraph 235 should 
present law. I am informed. by the cocoa manufacturers of the not also be considered by the commfttee? Chicory is used' as a 
country who make this article that with a. r:eduction less than substitute. for coffee. Chi'cory is the .poor man's coffee. 
that it is. impossible for their business to live~ .Mr: WILLIAI\IS: I think chicory is a positive .fraud·; and:, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment it sold for coffee,. it is a positive deception. It i an undeniable 
vroposed.. by the Senator from Utah. fraud and there is nothing- goad about it; As to this other 

The amendment was rejected. matter, I want to look into the character of it I understand 
The Secretary continued the reading of the bill to the end of there is nothing in the dandelion root that is injurious to the 

paragraph 238, the Iast paragraph read being as foilows: human system at all, although. there is an: amount of tannic 
238. Dnndelion root, and :.:.corns prepared, and articles used as coffee, acid which, when consumed in too large quantities, might be 

ot· as substitutes for coffee not specially provided for in this section, injurious. I want to tax chicory so that it shall not be sold to 
2 cents per pound. me and my children as coffee. 

Mr. NORRIS-. Mr. President, paragraph. 238 puts a tariff of 1\Ir. GRONNA. I remember the attack. made on th.is particu-
2 cents per pound· upon substitutes for coff.ee. I am thoroughly lar article by Judge SABATH, of CD.icago; a few years. ago. I 
convinced if the Senators on· the othei~ side who have been shall not take up tll.e time of the Senate to discusS' it, but it 
Toting steadily andl constantly and nea.riy unanimously against can be found in the CoNGB.E.SSIONAL. RECOBD. It was shown by 
any change· in.. the bill would give due and fair consideration Mr:. SA.BATH that large quantities of' this article are being used 

. to the amendment I shall offer they would be unanimously in as coffee. But I know it is being used by the· poor people of the 
fil.vor of it. I am going to move ta strike out- the paragraph city and most of it is used. by the farmer. 
with notice t'hat it it prevails when we get to the free list r will · 1\fr~ WIBLTAMS. I know that a very great fraud is being 
move to add it there_ perpetrated. upon the consumer and that chicory is not a good 

'The substitutes for c0ffee ought to. be on the free list. Re- thing for anybody to 13ut in.. hfs stomach. I have no objection 
gardless of_ any man's theory-of the tariff, I belie-ve. if you will to- substituting one more than another i:f equally harmless; but 
gh·e due consid~ration .. to the question no one can have any other I .do not think that, as a general principle, applies· to ch,icory. 
idea:.. I woulcI rather send it back to the committee. 

I am not going into the coffee situation now, because I admit Mr. GRONN.A. I objected to a duty of 2 cents a pound on 
that this amendment. would not fully meet what ouKht to be met . chicory. That was my objection to" it. 

'. regarding the great Intemationa1 Coffee Trust, known as the Ur. NORRIS. In connection with that matter- I should like 
' Braziliaru valorization scheme. But the articles hr this partic.u- to say that, so· fa:r as my knowledge goes, tliis article--
/ Ju.r paragrfrph_ c.ome in direct eentuct and co.mnetition. with Mr: WILLlAM.S. I have agreed! to arrow ft to go to the 
coffe.e, which is itself the.- subject, in my judgment, of the great- committee. I think the· Senator- migftt heTp- me sometimes: 
~st b·ust on.. ea.]:'th. Mr ... NORRIS; But I want to make a: sugge-stion to the Sena-

I.t. is u11~ l. think. titat even if you adopted my amendment tor- for his consideration when he takes. it. up· in committee. I 
: it would not Be, as I have- sai~ .a complete solution of it, but may be mistaken about what r am saying now, but my fnfor
j it would be a partifl.1 solution. This particular paragraph is a mation is that these substitutes· for coffee are· not imported un-
1 direct protection. tO' the International Coffee Trust. It can not der the name· of coff'ee. There i's not any fraud practic.ed against 

be anything else. Everything th~t will come in competition the Government. They are not old as real: coffee. So the ques-

1
.with. coffee as long as coffee is on the free list ought to be put tion the Senator raised is not involved. 
bn. the free list, because the only beneficiary of· anything' of that Mr. WILLIA.MS. But I want ta examine it. I lli'lve an im
k.ind: willJ be the International Coffee Trust. I am satisfied if pression now that they are mixed with coffee and ground with 
~very l\Iember would wte as he feels when he has considered coffee and' sold as pure coffee. 

1 
this, question there: would not be a. single. T"Ote in the Senate Mr. NORRIS. I think that could not be done under our pure-
against the- amendment I propose. food law. 

We have· imported of- these- substitutes- for coffee at- different Mr. WILLIA...'1S~ If that is a mistake, :r will try to find. out 
. times comparativ.elY. large quantities., although as c.0mpared. with about it. 
! the· amount. of c.o-ffee we consume it is-not very large. In 1910 Mr. GRONNA. I .want to say to tlie· Senator from Missis
[ ~e imported something o.ver 452,000· pounds of these substifutes sippi that he wtll find that chicory is ground up and mixed 
, ~or coffee. The tariff. was .. 2!' cents. a pound: under the law as. it with eoffee- amf sold· as coffee. There is no substitute for un-
ex:isted then and · as- it exists. now. This . bill reduces the ducy ground coffee. 
~ust one-half cent per p.aund. Last year there- was nQt so· great Mr-. WILLIAl\IS. I thought not, and therefore I thought it 
;in importation. It is estimated in the handbook here that was a fraud on the consumer. 
,under this- rate per polill.d the equivalent ad vnlorem duty would The VICE PRESIDENT. Paragraph 233 is recommitted to 

( 
be 16.67 per c.ent. the committee. 

I am not· offering this a.mendment, l should Iike to say: to l\Ir. BUR'l'ON. I ask that paragraph. 240 may go o:\er until, 
l Democrats:: on the other side; on any theoty of protection; l am : say, Monday afternoon or Tue d-ay. It is the para 0 Taph in 
I not offering. it 6n a.n.:y· theory of free trade;_ I am sitnply offering · regard to spices. In the meantime I sh-0.uld like to· ask a q11es
! it to partially bring: into. competition,, if we can, and this. will tion of the- Senator from 1\1i sissippi'. 
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.Mr. WILLIMIS. Suppose we consideF the paragraph and 
adopt the Sen:i te committee amendments, anu then let it go 
over? 

.l\Ir. BURTON. The amendments are just what I should like 
to have considered further. 

l\Ir. WILLIAMS. Yery well. 
Mr. BURTON. I want to ask the question, What does this 

provision mean on page 64, beginning with the words " ground 
spices"? There is an amendment of the Senate committee 
which I think helps the situation very much, but I .should like 
to know how it is interpreted and what is illtended by it. It 
reads: 

Ground spices, 20 per cent ad valorem in addition to any duty on the 
spices in an unground state. 

Does that mean that you impose on the · ground spices, in 
addition to the ad \alorem rate, the rate per pound imposed on 
the unground spices, or that you take the value of the unground 
spices and impose a duty upon them? 

l\lr. WILLIAMS. It says "20 per cent ad valorem in addi
tion to any duty." 

l\Ir. BURTON. How do you compute that duty? 
l\lr. WILLIAMS. If the duty levied is an ad \alorem duty, 

it will be 20 per cent of the ad va:torem duty added, and when 
the duty is a specific duty, it will be one-fifth of the specific 
duty added. There is no trouble about it, because it is all 
specific. The rate is 1 cent per pound on some, 2 cents per 
pound, three-fourths of 1 cent, and one-half of 1 cent; mace, 8 
cents· Bombay or wild mace, 18 cents. Then, when they are 
groun'd it is just one-fifth added to each-20 per cent. That is 
what is intended. 

l\!r. BURTON. But I do not believe the Senator from Mis
sissippi quite understands me. Take a concrete case. Suppose 
cinnamon is ground into spices. You would then impose 20 
per cent ad valorem in addition to any duty on the cinnamon 
in an unground state? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Oh, that is all right; I see now what the 
Senator means. 

Mr. BURTON. Would you impose a duty of 1 cent a pound 
on the weight of the ground spice, or how would you do it? 

I think perhaps it would be best to pass the matter over, and 
then the Senator from .l\lississippi will consider it. I think the 
language as it now stands is open to ambiguity. 

.l\lr. WILLIAMS. I do not see any, ambiguity in it. Ground 
spices-- · 

1\fr. SIMMONS. As that paragraph has been passed over 
until Monday, what is the necessity of discussing it now? We 
can discuss it when we reach it on Monday. 

.l\Ir. WILLIAMS. I did not agree to pass it over. 
l\lr. SI.l\fl\IONS. I thought ~ Senator had. 
l\Ir. WILLIAMS. I agreed to pass it over after the adoption 

of the committee amendments. The paragraph . reads: 
Ground spices, 20 per cent ad valorem. 
Of course, " ad valorem " means upon the "Value of the grouncl 

spices, and that that is to be an addition to any duty which is a 
specific duty on the unground spices. 

Mr. BURTON. How will you figure the amount on the un
grouncl spices? Suppose it requires a pound and a quarter in 
its unground condition to produce a pound that is ground? 

~fr. WILLIAMS. You have the tariff upon the ground spices 
when it comes in. 

~fr. BURTON. How can you compute it? 
~Ir. WILLIAMS. This will operate like every other thing at 

the customhouse. 
.l\1r. BURTON. I think an appraiser would have a good deal 

of difficulty about it. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. The point is, whether you are going to take 

the weight of the ground or the unground spices? 
;\fr. BURTON. As to how you will fix the duty? It would 

hardly be possible to ascertain the quantity of unground spices. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, I think, after all that has 

been said, that the language is ambiguous. The customhouse 
people will have some trouble in getting the duty upon the un
ground spices by weight when they come to fix the duty on the 
grnund spices ad valorem, and then to make the addition. We 
will carry that back into the committee and cure the difficulty. 

l\Ir. BURTON. Very well. . 
l\Ir. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, I do not know whether or not 

I formally asked that paragraph 240 be passed over. Did I 
do so? 

Mr. SIMMONS. Let it be passed over until Monday. 
The VICE PRESIDE:NT. The paragraph will be passed over. 
The reading of the bill was resumed, and the Secretary read 

paragraph 241, as follows : · · 
241. Vinegar, 4 cents per proof gallon. The standard proof for 

vinegar shall be taken to be that strength which requires 35 grains of 
bicarbonate of potash to neutralize 1 ounce troy of v_lnegar. 

Mr. GRO).~A. :Mr~ President, this is tlle conduding para
graph of the schedule. I hall detain the Senate on it but a 
moment. 

I want to call the attention of the Sennte to the fact that, tak
ing 35 articles in this schedule, 15 of them ha•e been placed on 
the free list. Those 15 articles are the ones which are of the 
greatest importance to the farmer. More than $25,000,000 in 
revenue will be lost to the Treasury of the United States by tills 
proposed change. My :figures are taken from the tariff hand
book. Under the present law the revenue collected for 1912 on 
these articles was $32,026,260 . 

.l\fr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator from North Dakota per-
mit me to interrupt him? . 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North Da
kota yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. GRONN.A. I do. 
Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator from North Dakota calls at

tention to the fact that there will be a loss of $25,000,000 to the 
Treasury of the United States. Has the Senator made any esti
mate as to how much the Canadian people will gain? 

Mr. GRONNA. Well, Mr. President, I have not made an esti
mate as to what they will gain, but I can assure the Senator 
from New Hampshire that the Canadian people will gain a 
great many times the amount the Treasury of the United States 
will lose. · 

The estimated revenue to be collected under this bill, accord~ 
ing to the Democratic tariff handbook, is :j;6,739,570. You ad
mit, according to your own :figures, that there will be a loss fo 
the Treasury of the United States of $25,286,696. The very 
people to whom you Q.enied protection upon the basic necessities 
you are taxing on spices. It may be that we could get along 
without using spices, but it is a well-known fact that they are 
being used by everybody. What is the difference, so far as tlie 
cost of living is concerned, whether you levy a duty upon food 
products or levy it upon such articles as spices? The American 
people pay it. There is, however, a great difference to those 
who are engaged in the industries and are producing these basic 
necei:isities. You permit the foreign producer to come to this 
country and give him the same opportunities to market his 
productR as is given to the American farmer. 

Last year there was paid out for extra labor on the farm, not 
mentioning the labor of the farmer himself or that of his 
family, over $1,000,000,000; and yet we hear much about raw 
mntcrial. Last year it cost 40 cents a bushel to produce barley; 
35 cents of this was labor cost, and yet you call it raw material. 
The glass of beer, the product of the brewer, which is most all 
profit. does not have in it 5 per cent of labor cost, and yet beer 
is protected by a heavy duty. 

Mr. WILLIA1'1S. Does the Senator think that American beer 
is very heavily protected? Is not most of the taxation a counter
vailing duty against the internal-revenue tax? 

Mr. GRONNA. Well, Mr. President, it is protected in this 
bill by a duty of 100 per cent or more. 

It seems to me that it is unfair to the American farmer to 
deny to him any protection whatever on these articles; it seems 
to me it is unfair to the American people to take from the 
'.rreasury of the United States more than $25,000,000 in revenue 
now derived from these 35 articles. I can well understand how 
a free trader can justify his position in: placing these arficles on 
the free list, but I can not understand how anyone who claims 
to be for a tariff for revenue can justify his position, because 
the rates on agricultural products, according to your own 
:figures, involve a loss of nearly $26,000,000. • 

Mr. WILLIAMS. The Senator does not want the impression 
to go to the country that agricultural products are all on the 
free list, does he? 

Mr. GRONNA. No; I am referrlng to 35 articles. 
Mr. SHEPP ARD. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North Da

kota yield to the Senator from Texas? 
l\Ir. GRONNA. I yield to the Senator from Texas. 
Mr. SHEPPARD. How does the Senator arrive at the 

:figures-$26,000,000-which he says will be lost by nrtue of the 
reduction in the tariff on agricultural products? 

i\Ir. GRONNA. I had not intended to take up so much time 
of the Senate, but since the Senator has asked me the question 
how I arrive at these :figures I shall be glad to give them to him. 

According to the handbook, the imports of horses for 1912 
were $335,684, which brought in a revenue of $68,323. The 
proposed rate is 10 per cent, under which the estimated imports 
are $475,000 and the estimated revenue $47,500. I do not think 
I would be justified in taking the .time of the Senate to read all 
of the :figures which I have here. 

l\Ir. SHEPP ARD. I will ask the Senator to giye the tota! 
for the whole 35 products. 
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Mr. GROJ\""NA.. The total amount of reYemie collected on 
thcs articies in 1912 was $32,026,26€>, and the -estimated re-venue 
is $6,739,510. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Dees the Senator mean the reTenue esti
mated to be obtained from this schedule of the pending bill? 

Mr. GilONNA. The re\enue on the sa.me number of articles · 
"I have indicated. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. The Senat-0r, then, is not speaking of all 
the articles in the ngricu'l.tural schedule? 
1 Mr . .QRO T.:.JA. 1 a.m speaking of 3"5 articles or products of 
the farm. 

Mr. BURT01T. Mr. President, I will ask the Senator from 
North Dakota if he conveniently can, to select three or four 
of the 'leading'articles whe:re the loss is greatest. 

Mr. GRONNA. Before I do that I want to gh·e the Senate 
the exact figures of the amount of revenue that will be lost. 
The loss to the Government will be $25,.286,6.96. The articles to 

hich I refer are horses, mules, cattle, swine, sheep, other 
an.imals, barley~ oats, rice, corn, wheat, rye, 'broom eorn, buck
wheat, butter and snbBtitutes, cheese and sub titutes, beans, 
beets, hay, .honey, hops, onions, :garlic, peas, flaxseed, straw, 
Tegetables, poultry, .eggs, flax straw, fresh milk, cream, potatoes, 
"\lool, -and hair of the .Angora goat. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Now, I -want to .ask the .Sena.tor a question. 
Mr. SIMMONS. Wool is not coYered by the agricultural 

schedule, nor ls the hair 'Of the Angora goat. If the Senator 
will pardon me, he is laboring under some curious misa.ppre
ihens.ion. The total -duty collected under this whole schedule 
0 ceverything in the schedule was $34;000;000; aml it is esti
m ted that under the Senate bill the total duties -collectible will 
be 21,863,000; so that, taking the whole schedule, . there is a 
difference between the present duties and the estimated duties 
vt less th.an $13;000,000. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Le than .$10,000,-000. 
.Mr. SI ON . No; less than $13,000,000. 
Mr. W AilllEN. 'rhe Senator must be nustaken in that. 
Mr. SIMMONS. iI am. s_pe.aking of the whole schooule. 
l\Ir. WA.UREN. The.re is more difference than that in the one 

matter -of wool . 
.Mr. SIMMONS. W-e-11, w-001 is not in the agricultural schedule. 
l\1r. WARREN. I know it is not, but the Senator from North 

Dakota has .enumerated iit .as fill agricultural product. 
Mr. SilIMONS. I understood the Sena.tor to be talking 

about Schedule G . 
. 1\1r. W .ARREN. He has enlarged it somewhat to include 

other agricultural products. 
Mr . .SlMl\IONS. iI understood the Senator to be spealdng 

nbout Schedule G, the agricultural schedule. 
hlr. G.RONNA.. I want to .say to the Senator from North 

Carolina that my figures are correct. and I shall ask to have 
them printed in the RECORD sg as to gJve the Senator time to 
inYestigate them; and if the Senator finds that I am mistaken, 
I hope he will correct me. 

hlr. SIMMONS. Of course the Senator is correct when he 
state that there is a large loss of revenue as the result of 
putting raw wool on the fre.e list; nobody denies that; just as 
tllere is a large loss of reTeUue from putting stlgar on the free 

I list. 
Mr. eRO.i: -:rA.. ML President, I shall ask to have _printed 

in the RECORD this full statement. . 
The TICE PRESIDENT. in tbe absence of objection, per-

mission is granted. 
'Mr. WILLIA.MS. I want to ask the Senator if in his state

ment he considers sugar to be an agricultural product .ox a 
Jllilnufactured _product . It is really a very highly :finiBhed 
manufactured product. 

Mr. GROrffiA. I will say to the Senator that I do not hap
pen to ha •e sugn.r on my list, and I haYe not referred to sugar. 

Mr. WILLIAl\IS. I want to ask the Senator the further 
question, before he puts the pa_pe.r in the RECORD, is it his con
tention that the farmers haze lost the amount of money he 
has named by the removal of the duty? 

1\lr. GRONNA. .1\fr. President, my contention is-I hope I 
am mistaken, but my con±ention 1s-tha.t they will lose a great 
deal more by losing the American market, which rightfully be
longs to them. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Yery well. Then the contention of the 
Senator from North Dakota is thn.t the farmers of-this country 
have lost in the -prices they were .enabled by the tari.1T ·to levy 
upon the American people eTen more than the amount of money 
he i"' stating .us h.aJ"ing been put on the free list. Admitting for 
the sake of argument that that contention is just~ 1f ..so, then 
the American -people ha -ve escaped that much taxation levied 
u11on them for the benefit of special farming inte:rests. There 
is no escape from it. 

1t 1s true .ei.tber that the farmers han~ not lost the amount 
of taxes that we have ;reduced, -0r they haye. If they have Jo t 
them, they haye lost them because they have lo t the power :t-0 
\lev:v, in the Shape of the aclded price, that much tax upon the 
American people. If they ha•e lost that power, the American 
people have profited that much--the poor and the rich, the low 
and the high. . 

I am not a -pOlitical farmer. Every -dollar I have in the world 
is im·ested in agriculture, directly -0r indirectly. Every dollar 
I ba-ve anywhere is either in tools, -0r in implements, or in cattle, 
-0-r in hor es, or in sheep, or in erops, -or in land, or in mortgag-es 
on agricultural lands. I say I do not know of anything more 
iniquitous than to -espou e the idea that my class has a right to 
levy a contribution of millions of dollars upon the necessities 
of the American poe>J)le e\ery year of our 1iYe", every genei·ation 
<>four time, in order ·that we may reap greater IJrofits. For the 
mo t part it goes to the landlord and not to the farm laborer. 
I belong to the landlord cla s, and I know it; and o doe eTery 
landlord in this country. 

Mr. GilOJ\~A.. I desire to nsk the Senn.tor from Mississippi 
a question. I ha\e for a long rtllle l·nown the belief er the -con
tention of the Senator from Missi sip:pi with regard to this par-
ticular industry. · 

Mr. WILLIAMS. It was ;your contention. 
Mr. -ORO ... ~_ TA. I Wish to ask the Senator from Mississippi 

a -qu~stion. How much re--venue do you propose to collect under 
this tariff? · 

Mr. WILLIA.MS. Does the Senator me!ln the total amount 
of re Yen oe? 

l\Ir. GRONNA. The total amount. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. I ha-ve forgotten the figures.. They are in • 

the hands of the eommi ttee. 
l\ir. GRONNA. We ha Te generally collected about $300,000,000 

11.nnuaJly, have we not'? 
Mr. WILLIA.MS. Yes. 
Mr. GROll.TNA. And about the same .amount, or a little more, 

by an internal-reYenue tux. I ask the Senator from :Mississippi 
what difference it makes whether we levy it on !food products 
or whether we levy it on some.thing else that the American 
people use? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Ah, I can very easily 'tell the Senator. 
When you levy a tax upon food products you levy a tax upon 
something which -e-v-e.ry human 'being-man, woman. or chiJd
absolu tely must have. It is like levying a tax upon water; it 
iB like levying a tax upon air; it is like levying a tux upon any
thing without which humanity c;in not exist. 

When you come to levying a tax upon other things, it depends 
upon what those oth-er things are. If you levy a tax upon a 
man's necessities, you have levi•d a tax upon the man. his physi
cal fab11.c, all there is to him. When you ha-ve lened n tax 
upon his comforts, you have incom-enienced him. When you 
haYe le-vied a tax upon his luxuries, you 'have "unluxuriated" 
.him to .a slight extent. 

Why, it i as old Solon <lf .A.then said, a thousand years before 
Christ, about a graduated income tax. He said: 'If you levy 
a tax of 10 per cent upon a man "-he used the Greek coinage, 
but I shall use the .American coinage-" who has 100 a year, 
and take :from him 10, you .O.epriYe him of something he needs. 
When you take 100, the ame percentage, from him who has a 
thousand dollars a year, you deprive him of something that will 
improve him, but without which he can exist. When you take 
$10,000 from a man with 100,000 a year, still the same per
centage, you depri\e him of some luxuries, without which he 
can well Uve and deyelop." 

So you neYer can make uniform percentage taxation, either 
upon incomes or upon necessaries, an equal tax. You nlways 
tax the poor more than you tax the tich, not b~use you want 
to do it, but because you can not n.Y-0id it It is absolutely 
una Yoidable. 

l\Iy -principle always has been this: If I could have my w.ay, 
1: would diY"ide all of the imports into the . United States into 
three cla.sses-necessari.e of life and nece a.ries of indu try 
at one extreme; luxuries away out at the other extreme; be
tween the two, the things that are comforts. I "\lould tax them 
at different rate , bee use in taxing them at different rates 
I tax humanity more approximately -at the 8ame rate. Do you 
not understand? Or, to express it better, I tax humanity in 
all -0f its classes more nearly in proportion Lo humanity's ability 
to pay. That is the ren on. 

You ne-ver can begin the reform of any great tax system un
less you start at the bottom-:at the Decessaries of life and 
industr;r. Another great reason for it is that when you take 
the tax off the necessaries of life or -0ff a necessary of indusb.-y, 
·especially the latter, you :then have the opportunity to take ott 
all the "compensatory" taxes that were leyied on account of 
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it, and you ba\"e the opportunity to take off an the .intermediate 
profits 1n the shape of compound interest, that accompanied 
it from the day it came from the mill to the time the man put 
it on his back, or put it in his stomach. So that every time 
you take off" X" from the raw product, you can take off" XY," 
whatever that may amount to-algebraic progression-from 
the finished product, and not meTely " X " itself. 

Mr. GRONNA. I will ask the Senator from Mississippi 
whether it is not true that he expects, under this bill, to collect 
somewhere near $300,000,-000 in customs taxes? 

Mr. WILLI.AMS. I have forgotten the amount. 
.Mr. GRONNA. Is it not true that the people need clothing 

and wearing apparel as well as .food? 
l\Ir. WILLI.AMS. Yes; but they .can exist without much of 

the latter if the police will let them alone. 
Mr. GRONNA. I ask the Senator, then, what difference does 

it make whether you levy a portion of that amount on the 
food products und a portion of it on the wearing apparel or 
leave it all on the wearing apparel? 

Mr. WILLIA.MR Mr. President, we have not levied it all 
upon the wearing apparel. We have not ta.ken all the tax off 
the agricultural products. The .assumption that we have left 
tbe farmer taxed upon the manufactured products, while we 
ha-ve taken off the tax upon his products, is not borne out by 
the bill. Take the flax schedule--

Mr. GRONNA. l\Ir. President--
fr. WILLIAMS. Wait a minute. Let us tmdeceive the 

J)eo_ple in connection with this. 
Mr. GR01'1NA. I hope the Senator will not ..make the state

ment that I am trying to deceive anybody. 
Mr. WILLIAl\IS. Oh, no~ I .said I wanted to undeceive them. 

:Uy friend would not deceive anybody. He is as honest as the 
day is long. He is as clean as a hound's tooth. 

~fr. GRO ... rnA. I thank the Senator for that. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. But what I i:.;tay is that I want the people 

to be undeceited about it. Take the flax schedule alone. What 
did we do first'? We put flax upon the free list. We put hemo 
upon the free list. Cotton was already there. Then we went 
to the wool schedule, and we put wool upon the free list. What 
Cl.oei:i that emtble us to d-0? Why, it en.ables us to reduce the 
<lnties upon the finished products of flax 5D per cent and the 
duties upon the finished products of wool 35 per cent. So we 
have gi'ren to the farmer the opportunity to buy 50 per cent 
cheaper linen and 85 per cent cheaper wool, in so far as the 
duty raised the price; and he already had free raw material on 
the ~otton schedule, so we were not ft.ble to reduce that quite so 
much. 

1\fr. GRONNA.. I wish to i·ead to the Senator from .Missis
sippi some of the articles in this schedule that have been 
placed on the free list. I want to name them.. 

Cattle are on the free list; swine are on the free list; sheep 
are on the free list; corn is on the free list; wheat is on the free 
list; rye is on the free list; broom com is on the free list ; 
bu~kwheat is on the free list; eggs are -0n the free list; flax 
straw is on the free list; milli and cream are on the free list; 
potatoes are on the free list; wool is on the free list. 

I had hoped I might haye the att~ntion of the Senator from 
Mississippi. 

1\Ir. WILLI.AMS. I beg the Senator's pardon. 
Mr. GROl\'NA. I have just read to the Senate some -0f the 

articles which this bill }Jroposes to place on the free list. 
l\Ir. WILLIA.MS. I knew what they were before the Senator 

read them. 
Mr. GRO!\"NA. · I am sme of that. I simply read them for 

the RECORD, of course. But the articles placed on the free list 
a.re those of the greatest importance to the agriculturist. I 
can not under tand where you benefit the eonsumer by giving 
him free wheat. The people of the country do not consume 
whole wheat. I can not see where you are going to benefit the 
consumer by giving him free wheat and 'Placing a duty upon 
wearing apparel or on spices. 

1\Ir. WILLI.A.MS. We did n-ot place the duty there. We re
duced it. 

Mr. GRONNA. You are placing a duty on it, and you are 
simply ·going on the theory that by increasing importations you 
will produce a sufficient a.mount of revenue to defray the ex
penses ot the Gon~rnment. 

~r. WILLIAMS. Oh, no. UIJ-On the contrary, we went to 
an income tax in order to get the necessary revenue, taxing the 
wealth rather than the bellies -and 100 backs of the people . 

. i\fr. GRONNA. I will say to the Senator from Mississippi 
that if the income-tax provision of this bill stood by itself I 
should be glad to vote for it. I believe in an mcome tax. For 
20 years or more I haye ad\ocated it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. We :are advocating it now just to tlus e.i
tent: We are substituting it for a lot of consumption taxes; and 
just to the extent that we are doing it we are removing the 
burdens of taxation from the bellies .and the backs of the people 
to their pocketbooks and their bank accounts. 

J\!r. GALLINGER. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from No1·th Da

kota yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 
Mr. GRONNA. I yield. 
Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator from Mississippi argues that 

the $25,000,000, to which the Senator fro..m North Dakota has 
called attention, will go to the consumers Qf the country . 

.Mr. WILLIAMS. I beg the Senntor's pardon, but I did not. 
The Sena.tor from North Dakota Mid the farmers would lose 
that much. I did not say it, and I do not believe it. 

.Mr. GRONN.A. I said they would lose many times more than 
that. 

.Mr. WILLIA.MS. Then I said 'if that were true they would 
lose the power to tax the people th.at much; but I said upon the 
floor of the Senate the other day that in spite of the reduction 
of taxes meat and bread will both go up, and cattle and wh.en.t 
will both go up, because of other conditions existing in this 
country and in the world at this time. Thee are conditions 
overmastering the natural tendency of tax reductions to reduce 
prices of the things taxed. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Then I misundei--stood the Senator. 
Mr. WILLIAl\IS. Yes. 
Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator's suggestion now is that, 

notwithstanding the farmer bas been deprived of the protec
tion he formerly had, under the operati-0n -0f this bill the con
sumer wtl1 have to pay more than he does now. 

Mr. WILLIA.MS. No. 
Mr. GALLINGER. That is not a. v-ery alluring picture. 
.Mr. WILLIAMS. Oh, no. What I say is this: The .Senator 

from North Dakota sa.id the other thing, and I merely took hls 
ground for the sake of argument and reply of any possible 
ground of the opposition. I say that owing to other condition 
that ha.'f'-e nothing to do with the tariff the price of the staole 
.articles of agriculture will for qnite a time continue to go up, 
with now and then a S3g downward, but that the tendency of 
prices will be upward. The ffil•mer will get just as much for his 
wheat and just as mucll for his cattle and the consumer will 
_pay as much. The only difference is th.at the rise in the price 
of the farmer's cattle and wheat will oot be what it would 
have been if we had not made the reduction. The i·eduction will 
counteract overmastering conditions to some extent. But as 
compared with present prices the prices are going up. That 
is my prediction. That is my belief. · 

J\1r. GALLINGER. On every stump in my section of the coun
try our good Democratic friends in the last campaign thrilled 
theh· audiences with the suggestion and the promise -of cheaper 
living. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Yes; and we .a.re going to have it. We are 
going to nave it in the shape -0f cheaper iron. and cheaper woolen 
clothing, and chea}Jer cotton clothing, and cheaper linen cloth
ing, and, generally speaking, cheaper manufactured products; 
but we a.re not ·going to have it in the shape of cheaper basic 
necessities of food products from the farm, because the great 
influx of people to the cities and the increased demand for food 
and the decreased supply, -0wing to the fad that labor is going 
from the farm to the factoTy all over the world, will :prevent 
what would be the natural tendency of this a.ct. But we are 
going to give the people cheaper clothing; we are going to gi-re 
them cheaper plows, and agricultural implements, and pagging 
and ties, and wool sacks and gr.ain bags; we are going to giTe 
them cheaper barbed-wire fences; we are going to give them all 
these goods cheaper, and the Senator will live to see it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The argument of the Senator from ~Iis
sissippj Teminds me of what occurred in my own State a few 
years ago. A Democratic orator grew eloquent, and, pointing to 
a boy on the front seat, he said, "Why, the jacket you ha\e ou 
is taxed 40 cents." The b-Oy said, "That is a lie, because mother 
bought it for 35 cents." [Laughter.] It does not follow, be
cause these articles are put on the free list that the consumer 
is going to get them for very much less, particularly if we de
Uve1· over our business into the hands of foreigners. 

Mr. Sil\1.MONS. Does that apply to agricultural pt'Oducts as 
well as to manufactured products? 

Mr. GALLINGER. We will not diseuss agricultural products, 
because the Senator from Mississippi admits that they are going 
to cost more, notwithstanding our people have a.11 been promised 
that they were going t-0 have cheaper living; and when that was 
promised., it was not ca.st-i;rnn pipe. It was a cheaper break
fast table. That rang all through the co1Illtry from eyery 
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stmnp; and the people did not think you were going to give 
them cast-iron pipe or barbed wire on their breakfast tables. 

lUr. SHEPP ARD. .Mr. President--
.i\fr. SIMMONS. Mr. President--
The YICE PRESIDENT. Let us ha>e some order. Does the 

Senator from North Dakota yield .to the Senator fro:i;n Texas? 
Mr. GRONNA. Not just now; I will in a moment. 
In answer to the Senator from New Hampshire, I will say 

that the Treasury of the United States will lose more than 
$25,000,000 of revenue upon the articles I ha\e enumerated. 
There is no question in my mind but that the farmer of the 
country will lose many times as much. 

l\fr. GALLINGER. Undoubtedly. 
1\Ir. GRONNA. Because the Canadian farmer and the farmer 

from other foreign countries will have access to the American 
market, which belongs to the American farmer. I thought 
the Senator from Mississippi and I could agree on at least one 
thing, and that is that the Treasury of the United States wili 
lose more than $25,000,000 through t.he changes that ha•e been 
made, or that are proposed in the present bill to be made, from 
the present law on those items. 

l\Ir. President, I do not care to occupy the floor any longer. 
I ha•e said all I am going to say. I asked a few minutes ago 
to have a. table priRted in the REcoRD. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Permission was granted to the 
Senator from North Dakota. 

The matter refen·ed. to is as foUows: 
Amount e:rpendetl by farmers for labor in 1909. 

United States-------------------------------------- $631, 611, 287 

l\Iaine----------------------------~---------------
New Hampshire------------------------------------
Vermont-------------------------------------------
~Ias achusetts-------------------------------------
Rhode Island---------------------------------------
Connecticut--------------------------~------------
New York------------------------------------------New Jersey ____________________________ _: __________ _ 

Penn · ylyania--------------------------------------
OhiO---------------------------------------------
Indiana------------------------------------------
Il linois--------------------------------------------
~fs~!fn~~n-_.:-_~_.:-_.:-_.:-_.:-_.:-_-:._-:._-:._-:._-_.:-_-:._-:._-:._-:._-:._-_.:-_-:._-:._-:._-_::::::=========== 
l\Iinnesota-----------------------------------------Iowa __________________ ___________________________ _ 

l\Iis!:'ouri--,..----------------------------------------
·orth Dakota.--------------------------------------

South Dakota--------------------------------------1'\elJraska _________________________________________ _ 
rc~nsag ___________________________________________ _ 

l.k>laware_~---------------------------------------
~faryland---- - -- -----------------------------------

~f r~~~1L
0

!_~~~~~~~~================================ 
~o~~\i v~~~~1~a===================================== South Carolina-------------------------------------
Georgia------------------------------------------
Florida-------------------------------------------
KentuckY-----------------------------------------
Tennessee------------------------------------------

~\~bf 1:i~pl======================================== t~~f.J!~~-:._-:._-:._-:._-:._-:._-:._-:._-:._-:._-:._-:._-:._-:._-:._-:._-:._-:._-:._-:._-:._-:._-:._-:._-:._-:._~=============== 
Oklahoma----------------------------------------
'fexas--------------------------------------------
~Iontana-----------------------------------------
Idaho---------------------------------------------1\·yoming _____________________________________ ..._ ___ _ 

olorad0------------------------------------------
1'\ew :\!exicO---------------------------------------
AMzona------------------------------------------
Utah-----------------------------~--------------
Nevada---------------------------~--------------
'Ya hington----------------------------------------Oregon ___________________________________________ _ 
Califot·nia ________________________________________ _ 

5,633, 106 
3, 374, 126 
4,748,003 

12, 101, 959 
1,761,594 
6, 881, 619 

41, 312, 014 
11, 097, 7!l7 
2;), 611, 838 
25,631,185 
17,682,0W 
36.30 '316 
19,063,08~ 
19, 195,473 
22, 2~0, 149. 
24,781, G92 
18,644,695 
21, 740, 14!) 
12,831, 944 
15,028,468 
20, 567,237 
1, 612, 471 
8,80~. 172 

238, s:~;; 
l~,H54, Hl4 
4,035,764 
0,220,564 

10,770,738 
13 21 113 

5:354:376 
12, 243, 51 

8, 44 '05!) 
7,454, 748 
7, 16~. 225 
7, 654, 371 

16,704,125 
9, 837, 541 

25,784,501 
10,930,477 
6,701, 604 
6, 174, 164 

10,818,465 
3,645,423 
2,504,984 
3, lG!>, !>17 
2, 993,978 

15, 370, n::n 
11,101,864 
49,976, 1!>9 

Rercn ues from d1'tics 01i farm products in 1912, and estimated rnventtC6 
(rnm dtttics en farm products under tariff biH as 1·eported to Senate. 

Article. 

Horses ................ . 
Mules ................. . 
Cattle ................. . 
Swill ................. . 
SheC'p ................. . 
Other animals ........ . 
Barley ................ . 
Oats .................. . 
Rico ....• ..... ... ...... 
Corn .................. . 
' Vheat ................ . 

·Rye ... ... ..... ....... . 
Broom corn ........... . 
Buckwheat .... .... ... . 

~~f~.ts, Re;;~~c, Proposed rate. 
Es ti- Esti-

mated mated 
imports. reveltue. 

$335, 684 
53,053 

4,486,306 
10,832 

123,832 
79,4{)7" 

1, 929, 214 
1,053,609 
4, 185,086 

47,858 
99S,Ol4 
111,323 

. 157,969 
15,967 

f68,323 
34, 500 

1, 214,481 
1,4.97 

20,326 
15,880 

830,542 
408, 156 

1,323,338 
8,008 

352, 245 
13,395 

4 024 
3:0'.?5 

10 per cent.... $475,000 $47, 500 
. . ... do........ 137,500 13, 750 
Free ............................. . 

. .. .. do .. _ ........................ . 

..... do ......................... . . . 
10 per cent. . . . 100, 000 10, 000 
15 cents ....... 1,300,000 300,000 
6cents .. ...... 945,000 162,000 
Various .. ..... 3,970,000 853,000 
Free ....... ................. ..... . 

. .... do ........................... . 

..... do ... ...... ........ •.... •..... 

.... . do .......................•...• 

..... do ........................... . 

Revenues front duties on farm products in 1912, etc.-Continucd. 

Article. 

Butter and substitutes. $236,483 S60,337 

Cheese and substitutes. 8,~,947 2, 760,900 
Beans ................. 1,456,656 371, 252 

Beets .................. 147,466 15,095 
Hay ................... 6,472,376 2, 796,~5 
Honey ................. 51, 706 16,284 

Hops .................. 2,223,895 47i,313 

Onions .... ............. 1,233,907 5i2, 819 

Garlic ............... . .. 283, 259 93,332 

Peas ................... 1, 897, 707 299, 709 
Flaxseed ............... 13,048, 513 1, 71 065 1 

Straw ......... ......... 56, 91 15, 402 

Vegetables. ............ 1, 035, 163 262, 633 
Poultry ... . ..... .. ..... 154, 175 33,344 
Eggs. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 150, 986 54 935 
Flax straw...... .... ... 6, 990 ' 853 
Milk, fresh............. 6,Zi'3 936 
Cream... .. . . ........... 923, 787 56, 012 
Potatoes ............... 7, 175,376 3, 434, 535 
Wool.. ................. 33,141,408 14,454,234 
Hai.r of Angora goat, etc. 632, 330 2.J.1, 591 

Total. ............... .. . .. ... j3:a, 026, 266 

Es ti- Esti-
mated mated 

imports. revenue. 

:;Jj cents per $325, 000 $32, 500 
pound. 

..... do ........ 11,000,000 375,000 
25 cents per 1,600,000 250,000 

bushel. 
5percent ..... 153,000 7,500 
$2 per ton ..... 9,000,000 2, 400,000 
10 cents per 60,000 11,000 

gallon . 
16 cents per l, 575, 000 560, 000 

pound. 
20 cents per 1, 350, 000 360i 000 

bushel. 
1 cent per 275, 000 90, 000 

pound. 
Various ....... 1,661, 500 116,070 
15 cents pc r 11, 000, 000 900, 000 

bushel. 
SQ cents per 75, 000 7, 500 

t.on. 
15 per cent .... 1, 50.3, 000 225 , 750 
Various....... 156,000 1 ,000 
Frea ..................... ········· 

..... do ............... .... . .... .... . 

..... do . .. ... .. .... ............... . . 

.. . .. do ........................... .. 

..... do ............................• 

..... do ............................• 

..... do ............................ . 

. .......••..•••.......•.... 6, 739, 570 

Estimated revenue and estimn.ted imports taken from tll.rifE hand
book prep11.red by Finance Committee. Fruits not included in above 
statement. Where the article i8 placed on the free lhit the handbook 
contains no estimate as to prollable imports. 

1\Ir. WILLIA.MS. Mr. :President, that finishes this schedule, I 
think, except for some paragraphs that haye been passed o>er. 
I ask that the bill may be temporarily laid aside. 

l\1r. BACON. If the bill is laid aside and there is no other 
matter of a pressing nature--

Mr. WILLIAMS. I thought probably the Senator from 
Georgia would make a motion to go into executi>e ses ion. 

l\Ir. BACON. No. 
l\fr. WILLIA.MS. Then we may as well adjourn. 
l\fr. KERN. I mo•e t.hat the Senate adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o'clock p. m.) the Sen

ate :idjourned until Uonday, Augu t 18, 1913, at 11 o'clock a. m. 

SENATE. 
Mo:Nn .. w, August 18, 1913. 

The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Forrest J. Prettyman, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last wa read and 

appro>ed. 
CALLING OF THE ROLL, 

l\lr. S.:\100T. l\lr. President, I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

The VICE PilESIDE~T. The Secretary will can the roll. 
The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators 

answered to their names : 
Ashurst Dillingham McLean 
Bacon Fall Martin, Va. 
Bankhead Fletcher· :Martine, K J. 
Borah Gallinger Norris 
Brady Gronna O'Gorman 
Brandegee Hollis Page 
Bristow Hughes Perkins 
Bryan James Pittman 
Burton Johnson Pomerene 
Catron Jones Robinson 
Chamberlain Kenyon Saulsbury 
Chilton Kern Sha.froth 
Clapp La Follette Sheppard 
Clark, Wyo. Lane Shields 
Crawford Lodge Shively 

Simmons 
Smith, Ga. 
Smoot 

~~l~~~fand 
wanson 

1.'homas 
Tbomp ·on 
'£born ton 
Tillman 
'.('ownscnd 
Weeks 
Williams 

l\lr. JAMES. 1\Iy colleague [l\fr. BR.\DLEY] is detained from 
pre ·ence here by reason of illness. He has a general pair 
with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. KERN]. I will allow this 
announcement to stand for the day . 

Mr. SHEPPARD. The senior Senator from Texas [.Mr. CUL
BERSON] is unavoidably absent. He is paired with the Senator 
from Delaware [Mr. nu PONT]. 

Mr. ono~NA. I wish to announce that my colleague [Mr. 
McCuMBER] is necessarily absent on account of sickness in his 
family. Ile is paired with the senior Senator from Nevada 
[Mr. NEWLANDS] . 
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